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Ot the COMMUNIST WORKERS ORGANISATION 


(Financial Times 2.3.83)., 1982 was the worst year for ‘ 
‘World trade for 35 years, according to GATT's annual (eT Mw 
report: it fell 6% by value (Guardian 6.9.82). Marx 
~,remarked that the crisis makes the ruling class GoE® 
s intelligent, and its more astute members, unlike many 
so-called "Marxists", are able to see the cause of the 


Impasse 
and War % 
Preparation 


INTRODUCTION. 


~ The production of Perspectives to guide the work of a 
revolutionary group is a vital task if it is to avoid 
mere empiricism and tail-ending of events in its 
political tasks. Guidelines for the definition of areas 
of importance for our work, provision of material and 
analyses for our propaganda, the development of prod= 
uctions in order to guide our interventions, all these 
can only come from a coherent set of perspectives. 


Since our last published Perspectives text, in R.P.19, 
pppeared 18 months ago, both the economic crisis and 
imperialist rivalries have markedly worsened. In this 
context it was the task of the CWO to evaluate: 

1. what actual stage is the crisis at? 

2. how close are we to world war? 

3. where is the class struggle going? 

The draft Perspectives were the object of intense dis- 
cussion inside the organisation, both at our annual 
meeting in the Spring of 1983 and later. We are now 
able to produce a homogenised text, which avoids both 
complacency (the comfortable illusion that imperialist 
war is a distant abstraction, and economic collapse a 
philosophical issue) and any tendency towards panic and 
_ despair (capitalist economic collapse and imperialist 
barbarism is round the corner and the proletariat 
remains passive). 


We hope these Perspectives will stimlate a response in 
the wider proletarian milieu, and amongst our readership, 
both of whom are invited to contribute to a discussion 
that by its nature remains permanently open. 


Editors R.P. Nov. "83 


The Economy 


1. With the exception of the decade after 1929, thé last 
10 years have been the worst in capitalism's history, 
and in particular 1982 was the worst year year for the 
capitalist economy since the beginning of the present 
economic crisis. It has been the only year in the 
present economic cycle (excepting the post oil rise year 
of 1974) when industrial production fell worldwide. wo 
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OECD Countries Growth (Averages) 


(from OECD OBSERVER 


dan 1983 
1970-80 1981 1982 
G.N.P. 3.2% 0.2% 0.5% 
iets 
Production 3.0% 0.78 3.58 


Worldwide industrial production has fallen to the levels 
of 1973, while in Britain it has fallen to that of 1967 


crisis: 


“For reasons that remain unclear, the productivity 
of capital has shown a marked decline over the last 
two decades.... taking the six of the largest 

OECD countries, ratios of return in manufacturing 
fell from 20 to 13 per cent from 1973 to 1981." 
(OECD Observer 123 p.30) 


At the root of the crisis is capitalism's inability to 
produce profitably, the falling rate of profit, which 
Marx described as "the most important law of political 
economy”. 


2. Neither Keynesian policies of deficit financing nor 
monetarist cutbacks in the money supply have halted the 
march of the crisis. In France Mitterand's expansionary 
fiscal policies have quickly given way to an austerity 
programme with the aim of reducing the public debt which 
the government had deliberately increased in 1982. This 
confirms what we said in RP 19 that 


",..Mitterand's policies are taking place at a time 
when the crisis is so severe that they are not 
leading to any, even temporary, upturns in the 
economy." (page 4) 


On the other hand, Thatcher's monetarist policies in 
Eeiteip sepckee Muse octtecks in public spendece tts 
far fr eading to economic recovery for sh 
capitalism, have led to further industrial stagnation. 
Recent reduction in the rate of inflation has been 
bought at the cost of almost 4 million unemployed, Ur 
unprecedented levels of factory closures, a fall in ae 
annual GNP (1980... -1.8; 1981... -2; 1982... -6) and © 

a general failure of capitalists to invest in new 7 
machinery and plant (growth in gross fixed capital vb = 
formation for 1979 ... 1.4; 1980... 0.73 1981... -6.5). 
Bourgeois economists are unable to put forward a 
solution; their predictions of upturns are no more 
than wishful thinking. As the French Institute for 
International Relations reported in its State of the 
World Economy for 1982, (RAMSES) 


No 


"This year's annual reports from the main inter- 
national organisations - GATT, World Bank, IMF, 
and the OECD - leave the reader with a sense of 
frustration, resulting not only from their failure 
to suggest new ways out of the crisis, but froma 
feeling that these institutions are losing theic 
confidence and their sense of identity. ... For 
the industrial countries, the OECD is predicting 
z <7) aad for the following eighteen months." 

De 
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We can now add that this was the eighth consecutive time Service charges on the debts have steadily risen with 
when such predictions were proved to be wrong. the rise in interest rates to an average 20% export 

; earnings (60% in the case of Brazil). The failure of 
3. The continuing capitalist crisis and declining profit development plans, and the collapse of commodity prices 


rates means that capitalists are being forced to (in real terms they fell by 12% from the first quarter 
"rationalise" production (i.e. close down branches and of 1981 to the first quarter of 1982), means that the 
certain factories) in order to reduce production costs situation is stark. Where famine does not already 


and increase productivity. For the working class mass stalk (Sahel, Ethiopia, Bangladesh) the prospect of 
unemployment, wage cuts.and-i sed exploitation are economic collapse and the collapse of development 
the-outcome. ~~. illusions is haunting the local bourgeoisie. The myth 
ax x i of "national development" and "national independence" 
Official unemployment in the OECD countries: is being exploded by the economic crisis. The only 


Unemployment 1981 1982 1983 (estimate) liberation from the misery of imperialism is the world- 
% 7.1 8.5 9.5 wide socialist revolution. 
Nos. 24.7m 303m 33.75m 


6. The situation in COMECON is also deteriorating 


“and "unemployment in Europe is srrecied to eo cD steadily. Dreams of western-financed breakthroughs onto 
nearly I-mit o the world market have collapsed in Poland (#27bn debt) 


Steerver) + To liquidate its army of unemployed of 23 = and Rumania (f10bn debt) and both countries have had to 
, 
millions West Germany would requte 8 growth nas = & restructure their loans, without avoiding the threat of 
oe eee (Gusmdtan | 22183) - a xate not default. Countries which have avoided the debt trap 
oe Ger the peoblen the eeoted OBCD rise a have neh A ee ae Sei “ig debts 
é “ are a mere -Obn; growth in 1 was ° A y 
GNP of 1% world wide is a mere drop in the ocean. The Countries of the COMECON bloc now include unemployment 


ruling class itself sees the scale of the problem. Poland 000 a inflati hy in 1981) i 
According to the OECD Observer No 124, "20,000 extra Golding 62.09 Phd mohoaisgad (Hungary 4.6% in 1981) in 


jobs will be required every day during the last five In Russia itself capit: i 
pital investment has been de: 
years of the decade if OBCD Se reer is to be cut clining since the 1970s but the llth Five Year Plan 
back to its 1979 level of 19 million." (page 15) i (1981-85) is the first time that the government has 
This vast reserve army of labour is a growing an actually planned a reduction in the percentage of 
permanent feature of this stage of the crisis. As we national income invested in capital equipment (the 
said last year, "the only way unemployment can be mopped planned rate of growth of fixed capital is 5.4%, 
up is under conditions of open preparation for war by compared to 7% in the 10th Plan). The Eleventh Plan's 
the militarisation of society". (RP 19 page 4) estimated growth of 4% in GNP rests on "intensification" 
- i.e. the more intense use of labour and machinery, or 
4, The bosses have made much in 1983 of the supposed variable and constant capital. In practice this means 
US economic recovery which will lead the world economy = sntensification of exploitation while investment is 


to the promised land. In fact the US micro-boom was 1 i 
fuelled by Reagan's monetary expansion - 5% in 1981, = Pe 
"So vi 


Ne 

ie role of gains in labour and 
Productivity, in fact, that they are supposed to 
account for 90% of the five-year increment in 
industrial output, and the entirety of growth in 
agriculture and construction.” (op.cit. pp223-4) y 


8.5% in 1982 and 13. > Which has led to a 
record US budget deficit of 200 billion dollars and is 
building up pressures for an inflationary explosion as 
sure as night follows day. And even this mini-expansion 
is not a signal for worldwide expansion. On the : 
contrary, US monetary expansion leads to high interest 


; bath gore ai) Nears CLS eke 
Bares, which, since 55% of world trade and 60% vat As well as the enormous burdens such a plan places on 
loans are in dollars, actually worsens the economic the working class, it also shows how the state capitalist 
Plight of the rest of the US bloc. . bloc is also plagued by the absence of enough surplus 


Even the US micro-boom "has now petered out" value to reinvest in new constant ca: i 
pital. The relative 
(Financial Times 16.9.83), and the critical — of US backwardness of Russia's agriculture and industrial 
cap: sm is shown by the fact that industr: their itfra-structure is illustrated by the fact that Russia 
companies now use 42% of their income to service the: still has to rely on the West for grain and its lower 


ererOne 2 Rae ( al nate organic composition of capital means, for example, that 


bourgeois Economist World Ec Surve the use of ener 

ils aleve incon ee ee fa Sy aS a proportion of GNP is nearly twice 
from which the above f: s-come = said, "In short, the that of Europe. While overall COMECON indebtedness to 
conditions for a lasting recovery do not exist." (p.64) ine West has risen from $6.7 bn in 1974 to g45bn in 
1980, the bloc is still bedevilled by slow growth rates, 


5. The situation in the underdeveloped areas of the According to the same RAMSES report: 


lobe is catastrophic. Their level of indebtedness to 


the imperialist countries has rocketed: "If productivity growth continues downwards as it 
‘ did during the 1970s, the Soviet economy may only 
Third World Debt (¢ bn) grow at 2 per cent a year during the Eleventh Plan." 


1971 - 86.6; 1979 = 397.3; 1981 - 524; 1982 - 626, 

. (Figures from World View 1983, ex 1982 (OECD OUTLOOK) As the crisis worsens the anti-working class nature of 
= neem the regimes in Eastern Europe will be ever more clearly 

revealed, as will the necessity of their overthrow by 

the proletariat. 


How the bubble grew Disbursed debt'of non- Opec. z 


7. The expansion of credit, at home and abroad, in 
tscomeae aero order to stave off the collapse of the capitalist 

9% 690 _199 _160_ 290. 250 economy, is reaching its ceiling. The international 
credit mechanism is strained to breaking point. For the 
first time in its history, the IMP suspended all Further 
loans—in September 1983 for two months, as it was itself 
(1852.83) total world debt in 1981 was $735bn, While the 
equity capital of the world's top 100 banks is a mere 
£0 bn. ‘The debt/service ratio of less developed 
countries, which account for about 70% of this debt, 
worsened from 1976 to 1982. While their debts roughly 
tripled, their ability to pay interest only doubled. 

In the words of the Financial Times, "Bankers are 
fiddling while the barking edifice threatens to burn". 


2 


100 
* 
80 


At the same time as the OPEC "oil surplus" has 
assumed increasing importance as a source of finance 
for international loans (e.g. Saudi Arabia was the IMF's 
largest creditor in 1981) that surplus itself has 
declined (from $118 bn in 1980 to $64 bn in 1981). 
Moreover, outside of the Middle East oil states oil 
production in, the dependent areas of the world has been 
the basis for running up huge debts, resulting in these 
states being amongst the largest debtors. 31% of 
developing countries’ debts are owed by 8 oil producing 
countries. n 

Already hit by the decline in commodity prices, 
debtors are now hit by falling inflation, since debts 
are no longer being repudiated: 


Inflation in OECD Countries (from OECD Observer) 


1970-80 1981 1982 
8.2% (average) 9.4 eS 


The recent collapse in oil prices-from $34 a barrel to 
(in the apparent—cottapse of OPEC) a free 1 where 
oil is ‘ling at from £27 - 29 a barrel, will me 
le of the heaviest debtors like Mexico, Venezuela an 
Indonesia will have difficulty in avoiding default. It 
is impossible to predict how long the existing financial 
titutions established by i m. 
World-War-ean-continue-to bail out bankrupt states. 
What is certain is that, with a dwindling world stock of 
surplus value, they cannot do so indefinitely The 
Prospect of one or more debtor states being officially 
declared bankrupt and descending into economic chaos is 


now areal possibility. Such an event could trigger off 
the collapse of the international financial institutions 
themselves. In fact, the bourgeoisies of the weakest 
countries (Brazil, Mexico, Argentina) are considering a 
"concerted default” as a realistic option. In the mean- 
time international deficit financing and redistribution 
of surplus value through loans and rescheduling of debts 
continue to have the effect of prolonging and deepening 
the crisis whilst equalling out stagnation in the 
capitalist monopolies. Today the world economy displays 
many features of the pre-war years of the Thirties - 
zero growth rates, lack of industrial development, under- 
utilisation of plant, mass unemployment and declining 
commodity prices. The inexorable deepening of the crisis 
is driving capitalism éver closer to its final solution - 
the devaluation of capital through world war as a means 
for a renewed accumulation cycle. 


The Proletariat in the Face of the Crisis 


8. The last few years have*witnessed a decline in working 
class struggle (with the exception of the Polish 
events), a decline which:we pointed out in our last two 
Perspectives documents. In the early years of the crisis 
the proletariat responded to declining rates of wage 
increases with a series of strikes, often class-wide 
which began outside of the control of the trade unions. 
. (1968-74 in France, Italy, U.K., Portugal, Czechos- 
lovakia, Yugoslavia.) However, even those strikes which 
were not limited at the outset by strictly economic 
demands did not challenge the state since they had no 
proletarian leadership and they were not guided by a 
clear political programme. In the West these struggles 
were crushed when they were taken over by the trade 

* unions and left-wing capitalist parties (Socialist, 
Communist) and diverted to limited economic demands. 
In the East the workers' struggle became subsumed under 
nationalism. More than ten years of trade union in- 
volvement in negotiating redundancies, speed-ups and 
persuading workers to accept wage cuts have reduced the 
the unions" credibility as defenders of the working 
class. At the same time the Socialist and Communist 
Parties" failure to produce an alternative to austerity 
and belt-tightening in the interests of the national 
economy has left a political vacuum within the working 
class and has thus opened up the possibility for 
commnist work. The sense of "realism" by which the 
bourgeoisie interprets the Present relative passivity 
of the working class is a sign that the class sees no 
way forward within the present system but at the same 
time there is a reluctance to challenge this system 
without a clear political alternative before then. 


9. In Poland the class struggle has suffered a setback. 
Though a sporadic rearguard action is being fought, the 
struggle is now localised and sectionalised. Originally 
an inspiration to the international working class, the 
incipient working class support expressed in strikes of 
car workers in Turin and Scotland and miners in the US 
was over=shadowed by the bourgeoisie's campaign in 
support of Solidarity and the liberal democratic 
political fractions in Poland. Workers in the Eastern 
bloc are now experiencing the true class nature of 'free' 
trade unionism through Solidarity's nationalism and calls 
for moderation in the face of the crisis in the national 
economy. The defeat of this latest round of class 
struggle in Poland by Solidarity means that communist 
work in the Eastern bloc is now posed in the same terms 
as in the West - i.e. the need for a class-wide fight 
outside of the trade unions. 


10. The class struggle in the capitalist heartlands 
reached a new low in 1981-2. The European and US 
proletariat continued to struggle in a limited and 
sectional manner, In Britain in particular, the nurses’ 
and hospital workers' strikes did not succeed in gaining 
SS working class support. The working class either 
aw no alternative to making sacrifices in the interests 
of capitalism to try and save jobs (e.g. Vauxhall and 
BL workers" acceptance of wage rises below inflation or 
Hyster and Perkins’ workers accepting direct pay cuts) 
or the unions successfully prevented a united response 
to further redundancies (as at BSC recently where craft 
workers struck unofficially against the main steel 
union's failure to fight redundancies but where ISTC 
members did not support the strike ), 

Howéver, the erosion of living standards, as well 
as of illusions of a.capitalist recovery, is preparing 
the ground for a revival of class struggle. It is 
significant that 1983 saw strikes by workers at 
Vauxhall -and Perkins Diesel - workers who had accepted 
wage cuts in 1982 without a fight. And the magnificent 
fight of the oil-rig workers at Nigg in September 1983 
was an inspiration to the whole working class. Workers 
at Dunlop and in the shipyards are risking the loss of 
redundancy pay by taking a stand against job losses. 

But the distance to be covered is shown at Scott-Lithgow 
on the .Clyde where workers: unanimously threw out a 
management “survival plan" on the shop stewards 
recommendation and then endorsed a "rival" plan produced 
by the shop stewards, described by the press and 
management as "virtually identical". Here, as in the 
Nigg dispute, the stewards used the workers anger and 


-militancy to force the bosses to allow the unions to 


"participate" in negotiations of working conditions for 
the class. = r seven 


11. Outside of capitalism's metropoles social movements 
with a proletarian admixture continue, specifically in 
Iran and Iraq under the impact of the Gulf-War despite 
the failure of the weak commmist forces in the area to 
oppose the war on a class basis. The most positive sign 
in recent months has been the re-emergence of mass 
strikes in Latin America. In Chilé the workers have 
struck heroically against the butcher Pinochet, while in 
Brazil hundreds of thousands have taken action against 
IMF-imposed austerity measures, by strikes, looting,etc. 
When to this is added. the long and bitter struggle of 
the Indian textile workers it is clear that the class 
struggle in the peripheral areas is regaining the level 
of the 1979-80 period (when there were mass strikes in 
Brazil, Korean insurrection, struggles in South Africa 
and the events in Iran). The prospect of default in 
these areas could provoke social movements of the 
"Iranian type" - i.e. social convulsions grouping varied 
strata of exploited and oppressed masses, sharpening 
class antagonisms and imperialist rivalries. Here the 
task of communists is to put forwards a clear revolution- 
ary programme within the working class in order to lead 
the class struggle forward and to win over the semi- 
proletarians and oppressed masses from all forms of 
national democratic alternatives. At the same time, in 
capitalism's most marginal areas we should expect to see 
increasing manifestations of capitalist barbarism as the 
crisis reaches horrific depths (e.g. the summary 
expulsion of thousands of Ghanian workers from Nigeria 
as the government there tried to find its solution to 
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the growing crisis and sudden drop in oil revenues, and 
the government-sponsored massacre of Tamil workers in 
Sri Lanka). 


Imperialism and War Preparations 


12. Since the Second World War the relations between 
the two imperialist blocs have passed from the Cold War, 
through detente, to the present period which has been 
appropriately termed the "hot peace". In the early part 
of the crisis detente was an attempt to deal with it by 
cutting unproductive arms spending. After the Vietnam 
War the proportion of the US federal budget going to 
military spending fell from 15% in 1970 to 5.4% in 1980. 
The past two years have seen the reversal of this trend 
In 1981 military expenditure was $162 bn while in 1982 
Congress voted the highest ever military budget in 
monetary terms ($206.9 bn). Today's increases in US 
arms expenditure must be seen in the context of declining 
economic growth and a general increase in arms expend- 
iture by the NATO countries (3% per year) as well as a 


. Teal annual increase in USSR military spending. 
, (Western estimates of Russian military spending as a 


percentage of GNP vary from 12 to 18% for 1980 while 
another report calculates that if present expenditure 
continues, "military procurement will absorb more than 
half the output of the machine-building and metalworking 
sectors between 1985 and 1990" = from Bond and Levine, 
RAMSES.) Re-armament is underway and forthcoming years 
will see increasing moves towards the militarisation of 
the economy and society. 


13. At the same time as re-arming the two great powers 
who control today's imperialist blocs - Russia and 
America ~ are continuing to manoeuvre against each other 
to try and establish as favourable a strategic position 
as possible in the run-up to war. Stemming from Russia's 
economic weakness vis-8 vis the US (as a result of its 
lower organic composition of capital) Russian imperialism 
is the weaker of the two great powers. In our previous 
Perspectives texts we surveyed how the balance of 
forces was swinging against Russia worldwide, with the 
threat of encirclement and weakening of her bloc. 

Since then things have improved for the USSR. Poland 
has been pacified without Ryssian militarv intervention 
and has started to meet its deliveries to COMECON 
partners again (especially coal). Even Romania's 
flirtation with the West has run out of steam with its 
threatened default and the loss of trading privileges 
with the US, leading it back to Moscow's camp and to 
support Russian calls for West European arms reductions, 
In Afghanistan the situation marks time, validating 
what we said in RP 16 that the opposition to the Karmal 
regime would not be able to "Vietnamese" Russian 
imperialism. Globally Russia has strengthened its 
military presence with a base in the Kurile Islands 
(north of Japan) in direct connection with recent 
Japanesé re-armament and a base in Vietnam (Camranh 

Bay) to establich a military presence in the South China 
Sea. But Russia's main gain since the coming to power 
of Andropov has been the reduction of tension with China 
and the latter's retreat from the recent close relations 
with the US as it attempts to do a balancing act between 
the two great powers. At present the threat of an Asian 
flank in World War Three has receded for Russia. ‘Thus, 
while still the weaker of the two great imperialist 
powers, the decline in Russia's position has been 
arrested and her bloc homogenised to some to some extent. 
In 1983 Russia also re-emerged as a power in the Middle 
East, through its Syrian and Other allies . presenting 
an obstacle to the spread of Pax Americana in the 
Lebanon. Reagan's support for the Israeli occupation 
and the Maronite elite followed by open intervention by 
US marines to support Gemayel has led to an anti-US 
constellation which at the moment favours the USSR. 
Russia hopes to see the Lebanon bleed US imperialism 
white and to drive "neutral" Arab states towards the 
Soviet camp. 


14, For US imperialism set-backs over the last period 
have roughly matched the gains. With the drift of China 
back towards an attempted balancing act between the blocs 
has also come the threat of a “backyard Vietnam" as US 
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policy shifts back to open military involvement in 
dependent areas where it sees a threat to its interests 
(e.g. Grenada, El Salvador, Nicaragua). Military 
requirements in Central America could limit the hand of 
US imperialism elsewhere. ‘ 

On the other hand, gains have been made with the 
agreement to extend the life of NATO bases in Greece, 
with the entry of Spain into NATO and the progress in 
the re-arming of Japan. Japan is now the world's 6th 
military power (in terms of military spending per head 
of population) and is now responsible for its own defence 
1,000 sea miles from its coast. It also has to bear a 
larger part of the costs in order to allow the US to 
increase its military aid elsewhere. The main success 
for US imperialism has been the election of Kohl's CIU 
in West Germany, symbolising the wish of the German 
bourgeoisie to fall in behind US military plans (i.e. 
Cruise missile deployment). With the re-election of a 
Conservative government in the UK, in France a 
more pro-US government and Italy's enthusiastic support 
of NATO (as shown, for example, by its sending of troops 
to the Lebanon), Russia's dreams of the "Finlandisation" 
of Europe and its neutrality in World War Three have 
come to an end. Though they may experiment, in Balkan 
or Baltic nuclear free zones, the USSR now knows that 
Germany, France, Britain and Italy will be militarily 
involved in World War Three. It is true that economic 
conflicts remain between the members of the US bloc (eg 
West German trade links with COMECON), but none are 
significant enough to disrupt the trend, as in the 
Eastern bloc, towards bloc homogenisation. 


15. In this respect the Falklands war represents not a 
sign of disintegration within the US bloc, but a pre- 
world war skirmish whose breaking out has revealed the 
depth of the economic crisis. The war provided both the 
British and Argentinian bourgeoisie with the opportunity 
to divert attention from the economic crisis and to 
increase their nationalist propaganda. 

The absence of opposition from the British 
bourgeoisie to IMF aid to Argentina to prop up Argent- 
inian capital and the military junta shows that the war 
has not led to the internal weakening of the US bloc. 
On the other hand, Western imperialism used the war to 
test weapons and troops in a real battle situation. 

The Faiklands War, though less costly than other 
imperialist battlegrounds which exist today, is thus a 
significant step on imperialism's road to World War 
Three. . 
And the ever-open sore of the Gulf War between Iran 
and Iraq remains a potential source of a wider war, 
despite the attitude of those "internationalists" who 
wish to ignore its existence. The despatch of increased 
western aid to Iraq (French Ententards) to forestall 
a defection to the Russian bloc and avert Iraqi defeat 
adds a new twist to the twisting sands of the imperialist 
constellations in the region. 


16. The dire situation of the world economy and the 
heightened military preparations for war all confirm 
what we said at our last Congress that, "...the sit- 
uation is rapidly destabilising and the 1980s will be 2 
Pre-war decade". Just as in many ways the situation of 
the world economy shows parallels with the Thirties, so 
the process of re-arming, the preparations for 2 “con- 
ventional", non-nuclear war at the same time as the 
existence of a “peace movement" within the ranks of the 
bourgeoisie, point to the imminenmce of war. As the 
erisis reaches its depths we can expect to see imperial- 
ism's wars move closer towards capital's heartlands. 
The Korean airline disaster served as am ideal occasion 
for the belligerence of both blocs, and a preparation 
for the "failure" of the Geneva arms limitations talks, 
which themselves are simply propaganda for re-armanent. 


Conclusions and Tasks for the Organisation 


17. Over the last ten years the crisis has spread and 
deepened in the way we predicted. In capitalism's heart- 
lands the working class has experienced an unprecedented 
drop in living standards and the highest unemployment 
since the Thirties. However, the spontaneist scenario 
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- of a roughly parallel growth in the crisis, class 
struggle and revolutionary minorities - has been shown 
to be mistaken. 
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e its army of unemployed 
of 2} millions West Germany would required 
a.growth rate of 6% for the next 12 years - 
a rate not achieved in any year since the 
1960's.. (see page 3 


18. Rather than leading to more and more generalised * 
outbursts of independent class struggle, more than ten 
years of increased austerity, ever-harsher working 
conditions and the seeming powerlessness to prevent lay- 
offs, has led the working class to its present state of 
relative passivity. The world-wide revival of class 
activity still remains below the level of earlier years 
in the crisis. 


19. Within the working class there is widespread 
scepticism. On the one hand the capitalists’ promises 
of the upturn just round the corner in return for sac- 
rifices are now no longer believed. On the other, the 
patent inability of the trade unions and left-wing 
capitalist parties - who in fact are the representatives 
of capital in the ranks of the working class - to defend 
workers in the daily struggle has left the class dis- 
oriented but, as yet, without a course of action of its 
own. 


20. ‘The history of the class struggle since the end of 
the post-war boom and the return of capital's cyclical 
crisis has given the lie to the philosophers of 
spontaneism. The class struggle has for the most part 
remained trapped in the confines of trade unionism and 
has been crushed by it. Even where strikes have begun 
outside of the trade union framework they have tended to 
remain sectional and have eventually been defeated by 
trade union policies (e.g. the Amsterdam dockers). The 
Polish workers' struggle which initially took place on 
an independent terrain and which spread to incorporate 
the bulk of the Polish working class, was defeated at 
the hands of Solidarity's nationalist trade union 
policies. This defeat has been held up by the world 
bourgeoisie as an example to the working class of the 
futility of struggle. For us the Polish experience 
only confirms the experience of the whole working class: 
both its fighting potential and at the same time the 
crucial absence of an organised revolutionary presence 
within the working class to lead that fight and put 
forward the communist programme. 


21. The historic legacy of the defeat of the Russian 
Revolution and the parties of the IIird International 
joining the counter-revolution remains with us - above 
all in the weakness of revolutionary minorities and 
their inability to influence significantly the class 
struggle from within. Although today's revolutionaries 
are clearer than at the outset of the crisis about the 
lessons of previous struggles and the tasks of 


communists, the central problem for the fate of the 
class struggle remains the absence of an organised 
revolutionary force in the daily class struggle. Our 
basic task, therefore, is to strengthen our forces with 
the aim of extending our influence within the working 
class. 


22. Without a significant revolutionary presence in the 
daily class struggle, workers’ disillusion with existing 
leaders and methods of struggle has left them without a 
clear way forward. However, despite the present 
paralysis, the crisis forces the working class to look 
for a solution. It is our task to explain the 
revolutionary alternative to the working class as a 1 
whole. Thus, as well as our theoretical journal, the 
publication of a regular popular paper with a clear 
analysis of current political events and the class 
struggle remains a priority. 

23. As far as we are able, revolutionaries must be 
prepared to relate to and intervene in struggles as they 
occur. Thus the creation of revolutionary groups within 
the factories remains our objective as part of our 
strategy to undermine bourgeois influence inside the 
class and establish a link between the revolutionary 
party and the revolutionary class. 


24, The framework of our general propaganda, our 
factory work and our work amongst the unemployed is the_ 
fact that today is a pre-war period and the fact that the 
working class alone is capable of providing a realistic 
alternative to capitalism's eventual solution to the 
‘crisis - imperialist world war. 


25. Within this framework we must continue to stress 
the need for the working class: 

a. to refuse to accept sacrifices in the national 
interest; 

b. to fight outside of the trade unions and the 
existing political parties; 

c. to unify its struggles across sectional boundaries, 
e.g. between the employed and unemployed; 

d. to recognise the necessity of establishing an inter 
national revolutionary party. 

The daily struggle of the working class to defend itself 
against the austerity measures and sacrifices imposed by 
the bourgeoisie remains the only basis for the develop- 
ment of the revolutionary struggle against the capital- 
ist state itself. In the present period it is also the 
basis for the emergence of revolutionary defeatism 
against one’s own government = the only way the working 
class can continue to fight for its own interests in 

the event of war breaking out. 


26. For capitalism, world war is both a solution to the 
crisis and at the same time the most advanced stage of 
the crisis. For communists to argue that the outbreak 

- of war signals the defeat of the proletariat is a 
denial of the necessity to organise for the revolution 
in capitalist war as well as during capitalism's 
"peace". ‘This is the worst form of capitulation to the 
bourgeoisie, and objectively demobilises the class for 
the bourgeoisie. 


Both before and during imperialist war our task is 

to organise for the defence of the independent and 
international interests of the working class. This is 
so whether the war be a pre-world war skirmish or 
practice round (a la Falklands); an all-out fight 
between states where the working class is dragooned 

into the capitalist war machine (as in the Tran/ Iraq 
war); or the Third World War itself, At all times 

the call for the proletariat to refuse to make sacrif- 
ices for the interests of the national capital is central 
to our work. Failure to follow a revolutionary defeatist 
policy in the conditions of imperialist war is abandoning 
the struggle for socialism and is at best petty bourgeois. 
centrist pacificism, at worst open social chauvinism. 


THE SITUATION IN IRAN 


AND 
THE TASKS OF COMMUNISTS 


1. Kurdistan and the United Front > 


The Problem: 
Formation of a Vanguard in the Periphery 


Since the outbreak of the capitalist economic crisis at 
the end of the 1960s, one of the most noticeable 
features has been the series of explosions in the 
partially-developed periphery of capitalist countries. 
Areas where a certain industrial development has prod- 
uced an intensely exploited proletariat, side by side 
with general social decomposition (especially an agric- 
ultural crisis),have experienced huge social upheavals, 
drawing in large masses of semi-proletarian strata, and 
centred on the militant struggle of the young working 
class of these areas. In recent years, Brazil, Korea 
and South Africa have experienced social convulsions of 
this kind, though the main example has been the events 
in Iran since the overthrow of the Shah in 1979. We can 
confidently predict that such upheavals will continue, 
indeed will spread and intensify in the years ahead, due 
to the economic situation in these areas. (1) 


Because the future proletarian revolution must be inter 
national in order to succeed, and since the communist 
party of the working class must be similarily inter- 
national to lead the struggle for capitalism's overthrow, 
the problem of the formation of a political vanguard in 
these areas has to be addressed. The objective situation 
is that there exists no tradition of the communist left 
in these countries, and the entire political milieu is 
dominated by the various brands of leftism ( macism, 
trotskyism etc). In addition, problems of isolation, of 
repression and of the minority nature of the proletariat, 
pose enormous problems for the development of any 
political clarification. 


In these given conditions, there are but three options. 
1. The formation of a communist vanguard in these areas 
is irrelevant, since their proletarians are irrelevant 
to the revolution. 
We reject this as a conception verging on chauvinism. 
Some "internationalists" who write off the workers of 
two thirds of the globe! And while revolution cannot 
succ@ed in any "weak-link" of capitalism taken alone 
(just as it cannot in any "strong=link" alone either), 
there is no reason why it cannot start there (as in 
Russia in 1917). And this seizure of power cannot take 
Place without a communist vanguard. 
2. An alternative argument is also used interchangeably 
by those who wish to wash their hands of the problem. 
This is to argue that a communist party will emerge 

out of the class struggle in tnese areas. 
ee any organic contact with the communist 
Zeft of access to its positions, the proletariat of 
‘hese areas will create a vanguard directly, which, out 
of the material of its own existence will formate a 
globel comemist outlook. 
Such 4 view is spontaneism gone mad, and totally alien 
to Marxist meterialism anc view of class 
‘consciousness. (2) 
3. The only alternative perspective is that, under 
the impact of events, certain currents and individuals 
will begin to question the basic assumptions of leftism, 
and embark on a critique of their own positions: of 
necessity, devoid of contact with left commmism, this 
will take the "scripturalist"road of a "return" to the 
positions of Lenin and Marx, applied in a mechanical way. 
However, this offers the possibility of a commmist 
critique, and a further development. It is our revol- 
utionary duty to aid any process of questioning under- 
taken. Those who retreat into their cosy world of 


anathemas, and reject such a course are attempting to 
conceal their own theoretical poverty and doubts as to 
their ability to win a polemic. 


Thus, when the Iranian Supporters of the Unity of 
Communist Militants (SUCM) approached the CWO some 18 
months ago, sending us outlines of their basic political 
Positions, we knew that our obligation was to engage 
them in a full and principled political dialogue, in 
order to win them to the politics of the commmist left. 
Not to denounce them with quotes taken scholastically 
from texts they no longer adhered to, nor to argue 

that there were confusions in their formulations. We 
had to assess in what direction the UCM were travelling: 
this was unambiguously away from leftism, while carrying 
much of the vocabulary and categories of leftism along 
with them. On the basis of their programmatic state- 
ments on the class nature of Russia, and of the leftist 
currents, and of the reactionary role of the national 
bourgeoisie, it was clear that the possibility existed 
of the SUCM completing a break with leftism and attaining 
communist clarity. 


The “Democratic Revolution” 
and the Iran - Iraq War 


Initially relations between our current and the UCM 
were fairly informal: we published their material on the 
class struggle in Iran and appeals for solidarity, hile 


they studied our positions, translating several of car 
texts into Farsi for circulation in Iran (e.g. the text 
on State Capitalism in RP 19). On certain issues, <.c. 
the trade unions and the historical experience and 
analyses of the commmist left in Europe, the SUCH 
swiftly adopted our positions. Relations took a more 
organised form with the invitation (and acceptance) by 
the SUCM, to attend the Fourth International Corference 
of groups of the Communist Left, held in November 1962. 
The criteria for these conferences were: 

1. Recognition of the revolution of October 1917 as 
proletarian. 

2. Recognition of the break with social democracy made 
in the first two congresses of the 3rd International. 
3. Complete rejection of state capitalism and self 
management, 

4, Rejection of all present commmnist and socialist 
parties as bourgeois. 

5. An orientation towards an organisation of 
revolutionaries which bases itself on the doctrine and 
method of Marxism which it recognises as the science of 
the working class. 

6 Rejection of the possibility of subordinating the 
proletariat to the national bourgeoisie. 

7+ Recognition of the organising role of the party in 
the daily struggle of the working class as well as in 
the revolution itself. 

Acceptance of these criteria gave optimistic confirm 
ation of the SUCMs continued evolution towards the 
communist camp. The full proceedings of the Conference 
will be published soor, but a summary of the discussion 
appeared in Workers Voice 9. The main area of debate 
was the question of the "Democratic Revolution", the 
SUCM arguing that Lenin's theories of 1905 were 
applicable to Iran in 1983 - a very clear indication of 


. the "scripturalist" tendencies of a current trying to 


break with leftism without organic contact with the 
communist left and its analyses of the historical period 
Since 1914, At the conferences, the CWO and our 


fraternal organisation the P.C.Int (Battaglia) from 
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Italy polemicised against this theory: 


"The UCM's programme commits it to fighting for the 
"Revolutionary Democratic Republic of Workers and 
Toilers in Iran". ... The idea of such a state and 
its supposed functions was vigorously attacked by 
both B.C. and the CWO, but what precisely the UCM 
comrades meant by this state became less clear as 
the discussion proceeded. The CWO attacked the 
idea as being a return to 19th century formulas and 
a practical rejection of capitalist decadence. It 
was pointed out that precisely such notions were 
abandoned by Lenin and the Bolsheviks in the April 
Theses of 1917..... Battaglia (B.C.) pointed out 
that the transition from bourgeois rule to the 
dictatorship of the proletariat would necessarily 
be abrupt and violent. No intermediate state could 
exist. If such a state did exist it would be of 
more benefit to the bourgeoisie than to the 
proletariat. They reminded the SUCM that after the 
3rd congress of the Communist International the 
slogan of Workers' Governments was put forward - 

a similar intermediate stage - which led to disaster 
in Germany in 1923 and the tragedy of the Chinese 
revolution in 1927. The whole concept of a gradual 
transition from bourgeois rule to workers" dictator- 
ship was outside the communist programme.” 


(Workers Voice 9) 


Deciding that the theory of the Democratic Revolution 
was the log-jam preventing further development of the 
SUCM, we devoted a major text to a critique of the theory 
which appeared in RP 20, "The Democratic Revolution - A 
Programme for the Past?" Events were soon to reveal 
that we had hit on the Achilles Heel of the SUCM's errors 
and gradually the implications of the "democratic 
revolution" began to be clarified. But even before the 
appearance of this text, the SUCM began moving backwards, 
and despite promises, the text remains unanswered by 
then. 


The first issue over which concrete disagreement emerged 
was the Iran/Iraq war, which broke out in 1980, and 
which the CWO saw as a crucial event, requiring an 
international communist response. This we tried to 
organise via our poster against the war, with which we 
invited several other groups, including the SUCM to 
solidarise. The refusal of the SUCM to sign our 
poster confirmed that they did not have a consistent 
internationalist position on the war, and this stemmed 
from their defence of the "democratic revolution” which 
they felt was going on in Iran. Though changing its 
content several times, and being nebulously expressed, 
the central position of the SUCM on the war was that the 
"main enemy" was US-backed Iraqi "invasion" of Iran, and 
that the revolution had to be defended against the war. 
At worst this position was defencism under a radical 
guise, at best a centrist position, which relegated the 
war to a minor affair. We published several polemics on 
the Iran/Iraq war, including the one in Workers Voice 9, 
"The Iran/Iraq War: A Jihad for Capitalism", where we 
said, 


"However, it seems that the positions of the SUCM on 
the Iran/Iraq war, without ever implying support 
for the Islamic Republic, do side-step the issue of 
revolutionary defeatism. In a polemic on the war 
they say, "Communists in Iran must struggle against 
tendencies which... propagandise exclusively for a 
war against the present regime, and ignore Iraq's 
war and the politics served by it." (The Iran/Trag 
War) What else is this but a centrist position 
Which could, under pressure, slide into a 
"“defencist" one? To concentrate on Iraq's role in 
in the war is one-sided and portrays it as the 
‘ergater evil’. And although it may be correct to 
say that an insurrection is not yet on the agenda 
in Iran, this does not mean we don't agitate on a 
revolutionary defeatist basis now. Lenin didn't 
wait until 1917 to say "turn your guns on your 
officers' - he made this demand in 1914, not as an 
immediate demand, but one of orientation." 


‘ as a criteria 


But all the prevarications of the SUCM were concretely 
exposed by their refusal to support our intervention on 
the war, just as was the Euro-chauvinism of the Inter- 
national Commmist Current (ICC) which made a similar 
refusal. In this issue of RP we are publishing a lucid 
polemic from our fraternal organisation, the P.C.Int., 
against the UCM on the Iran/Iraq war, which illustrates 
both our determination to argue with currents like the 
SUCM, and our refusal to make any political capitulat- 
ions in the process. 


While the confusions and vacillations of the SUCM on the 
Iran/Iraq war were serious issues, they were not in them- 
selves conclusive capitulations to the bourgeoisie, any 
more than is the ICC's proto-pacificism. While the 

issue remained open, it was our duty to put pressure on 
the SUCM to change their views. However, relations with 
the SUCM took a more dramatic turn as the focus of events 


shifted from the deserts of the Gulf to the mountains of 
Kurdistan. 


‘Kurdistan, National Liberation 
and the United Front 


The politics of the UCM provided a reference point for 
the fragmentation of various political currents in Iran, 
and the most important of these was the Toilers Organ- 
isation of Iranian Kurdistan (Komala). The CWO had no 
contact with this organisation, or its exiled supporters, 
though what we saw of their publications indicated that 
they saw the liberation of the workers in Kurdistan as 
being a task to be pursued in alliance with the workers 
of the rest of Iran, rather than in alliance with the 
Kurdish bourgeoisie and landowners. However, the 
positions of Komala in general were clearly less ad- 
vanced than those of the UCM, and we repeatedly pointed 
out the dangers of a too swift fusion between the 
currents. But as Khomeni's repression bit, the UCM 
leadership took refuge in Kurdistan, and became more 
under Komala's influence, and the possibility of gaining 
amass basis. As a result the two currents have recently 
fused into the'Communist Party of Iran'. The original 
positions of the SUCM were that national liberation 
struggles cannot be successful today, and that the 
struggle in Kurdistan was "national in form, but 
proletarian in content", i.e. that the Kurdish workers 
could only win as part of an Iranian proletarian move- 
ment, and not as a Kurdish one in alliance with the 
Kurdish bourgeoisie. However, fusion with Komala means 
that the UCM has to take responsibility for the views 
and actions of the Kurdish organisation, And it is clear 
that Komala is now, whatever its previous views, waging 
a “national liberation" struggle in Iranian Kurdistan. 


However, despite the idiocies of those like the ICC, who 
have related to the SUCM in the most sectarian and 
chauvinistic manner, this in itself is not a sufficient 
reason to denounce the UCM or Komala as "bourgeois". It 
is truly ironical that the ICC should argue otherwise, 
when it was the ICC which was instrumental (quite 
rightly!) in reject: opposition to national liberation 
‘or attendance at the International Con- 
ferences, and substituting for it "rejection of sub- 
ordination of the proletariat to the national bourgeois- 
ie" (see Proceedings of the International Conferences - 
Volume- 11, pages 41-2), which is the real issue. But 
the ICC's motives here were marxist in form, but opport- 
unist in content, since the aim was to gain adherence 

to future meetings of their satraps Nucleo Comnista , 
a bordigist group with which the ICC manoeuvred 
opportunistically against the P.C.Int. Now their motives 
are equally opportunistic, to discredit the CWO and P.G 
Int. by lies and slanders, and even if the cost is a 
Euro-chauvinist theory, so what? When it was pointed 
out to the ICC that they 'forgot' Nucleo's support for 
national liberation, they retorted this didn't matter, 
since Nucleo were ‘Europeans’ and not actually involved 
in national liberation, they only supported it 
"theoretically". On recovering our breath at this 
rampant chauvinism, we pointed out that Programma (FCI) 
had supported Algerian liberation and members in 
Algeria. This was also different, they declared, since 
Programa is a proletarian group. Such an attitude implies . 
that groups moving away from communism can call out Victory 
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to the PLO! and still be commmist, while a group like 
the SUCM, movi towards commmist positions, and which 
rejected bourgeois liberation movements, is condemned 
@ priori: . 

The crucial factor is clearly not whether an organ- 
isation has confusions on the national question, or 
whether they are "non-Europeans", but whether they 
engage in a political united front with "their own" 
bourgeoisie. The lessons of the events of Germany. in 
1923 and China in 1927 are crucial in this respect, 
leading to ideological disorientation and physical 
massacre of the workers. 


It is with this criteria that we approach the situation 
in Kurdistan. The emergence of Komala as a force un- 
doubtedly led to a new factor in the Kurdish situation. 
Despite the rantings of those who said Komala was bourg- 
eois because it had a radio station, the emergence, 
however confused of a group attacking Russia and the 
Tudeh as bourgeois, as well as the Islamic Republic, and 
arguing that the class struggle against the bourgeois 
Kurdish Democratic Party (KDP) had to be intensified, 
created the basis for future progress. However, as 
Khomeni's assault on the virtual "secession" which had 
taken place in Kurdistan intensified, so too did 
pressure on Komala. In a desperate military situation 
there were two options: either an alliance with the 
bourgeois forces of the KDP ‘or an extension of the class 
struggle in the rest of the Tranian proletariat. 
However, instead of arguing for the latter course, the 
UCM has capitulated to the backward elements in Komala 
who have forced the adoption of the former. 


Komala and the K.D.P. 


It is clear that since the latest offensive, started by 
Khomeni's Pasardan thugs, Komala and the KDP have : 
adopted a united front on the social, military and 
Political levels. According to the bourgeois Inter- 
national Solidarity Front for the Defence of Democratic 


Rights in Iran (News Bulletin 4 august/September 1983) , 


"The offensive of last autumn also forced the Kurd- 
istan Democratic Party and Komala - the two main 
guerrilla orgariisations - to join forces against 
the regime and resolve many of their differences." 


When the CWO asked the SUCM for information on Kurdistan 
we were told that the only links Komala had with the KDP 
were "humanitarian", exchanges of prisoners, etc. 
Possibly they lacked information, though some SUCM 
members had their doubts about Komala's positions, But 
any doubts were dispelled when Youssef Ardalan, the rep- 
resentative of Komala abroad, gave an interview to the 


leftist Kurdistan News and Comment, along the following 
lines, when asked about relations with the KDPs 


“Regardless of our differences with KDP, we always 
insist in uniting our actions against the Islamic 
regime in order to escalate the Revolution. In the 
social or educational fields, the customs (the 
Peshmergas control the Iraqi border - note from 
K.N.a.C.) the welfare of the people, in the field 
of hygiene we have tried to co-operate with the 
KpP <I, but our offers have been put down. But 
nevertheless in the field of the military offens- 
ives, we have had some joint operations." 


-In other words the initial rejection of a united front 


came from the KDP, not Komala. let us recall that the 
KDP is the party of the Kurdish landlords and bourgeoisie 
with a long history as an agent of imperialist interests, 
from Barzani 's Mahabad Republic to the present, when it 
is supported by the Baathist regime in Iraq ("maybe" was 
Ardalan's answer to this point), and is a member of the 
bourgeois Bani-Sadr Council for Resistance against 
Khomeni. And Komala proposes to liberate the Kurdish 
workers by an alliance with such a force! On June 5th 


this year the KDP and Komala issued a joint statement 
calling for a national shut-down in Kurdistan to protest 
against Khomeni's crimes, addressed to the "people" 
including the bourgeoisie and petty bourgeoisie, showing 


“Sardasht. 


how the class perspective is being lost, 


"We request the people to close down all offices, 

schools, markets, shops, firms and workshops." 
The original perspective of a struggle national in form 
and proletarian in content has been replaced by one 
national in form and bourgeois in content. Clearly, 
however, all has not gone well with the KDP - Komala 
union, and clashes between their rival armed followers 
have occurred, including one on August 2nd at 
The KDP/Komala issued a joint statement re- 
gretting the incident and insisting that the united front 
was the way to victory: 


"the cooperation between Komala and KDPI in order to 
escalate and lead the Kurdish Peoples Revolutionary 


Movement to victory." (Communique No 30 of Komala 
Abroad 9th August 1983 


In agreeing to discipline and punish those responsible 
for the incident Komala showed that it has become a means 
for the KDP to control the more militant elements in the 
Kurdish arena. 7 

While Saddam Hussein aids the KDPI, the tragedy of the 
Kurdish masses is also played out on the other side of 
the border. There the Iragi KDP has welcomed Khomeni's 
offensive into Iraqi Kurdistan and its forces are 
fighting alongside the Pasardan, which is massacring 
Iran's Kurds? is manipulation of the Kurdish masses 
by the Kurdish nationalist bourgeoisie is no new phen- 
omenon, paralleling the situation in Kurdistan prior to 
the Algiers Agreement in 1975 between the Shah and 
Saddam Hussein. 


The U.C.M. and Komala 


What has been the response of the SUCM to the united 
front of Komala with the KDP? - A staggering silence. 
Qne searches the pages of their paper Bolshevik Messace 
for any reference to the KDP, or the we have 
cited above. To the last the CWO acted according to its 
obligations and we wrote to the SUCM on the 20th August 
1983 asking for a clarification of their attitude to the 
materials we had in our possession on links with the 
KDP. The SUCM replied thus, 


"You refuse the permissibility of joint action with 
other political currents in the practical struggle, 
in the name of rejecting united fronts. You say 
that one loses one's independence by taking part in 
joint actions with other non-proletarian forces for 
reaching specific aims, and in horror, quote from 
the "Kurdistan: News and Comment" about our joint 
actions with other parties such as the KDP in 
educational, military, medical etc fields." 

In other words, not only are the fronts not denied, but 
the critique of the united front policy, which the SUCM 
had previously accepted, is thrown overboard. What our 
comrades in Italy said in May 1983 (see WV 13, "Political 
Forces in Kurdistan") has proved correct: fusing with 
Komala has not lead to the latter attaining the advances 
made by the UCM, but has dragged the UCM back to the 
positions of Komala. And let us be clear what this 
implies: since fusion the UCM takes responsibility for 
Komala's actions, and the latter is in a united front 
with the KDP which is a leading element in the bourgeois 
democratic opposition to Khomeni led by Bani-Sacr, and 
including the Mujahadeen (and doubtless soon the Tudeh 
as well). Objectively the UCM has allied itself with 
the bourgeois opposition to Khomeni. This opposition 
still has a foot in both imperialist camps, just as do 
the regimes of both Tehran and Baghdad; but eventually 
the manoeuvrings will be transferred into open imper- 
ialist alignments. 


Whatever way events develop the fruits of opportunism 
will not be victory for the proletariat. If Khomeni 
moves back into the western camp, the Council of 
National Resistance could become more pro-Soviet, and 
Komala will find itself fighting for Russian imperialism. 
If Khomeni does a deal with the KDP, the latter will 
massacre Komala as its price for administering ‘its' 
part of Iranian capitalism. 


In Conclusion 
In Bolshevik Message 6, an interview with a leading 


UCM member states, absolutely correctly, 


"(international communists), If they see any mistakes 
in our movement should criticise these explicitly. 
But they should not just say what must not be done, 
but should also try to tell us what mst be done." 


To criticise what the UCM did in Iran is easy - to 
elaborate what communists should have done is difficult, 
but essential. What alternative did we have but to ally 
with the KDP when Khomeni's wolves were at the door, the 
UCM will say. Unfortunately, the UCM's own theoretical 
perspective robbed them of an alternative. The issue 
round which to agitate, and which could have "stayed the 
hand" of Khomeni, was the Iran/Iraq war. By engaging in 
a consistent, defeatist policy towards the war, and using 
it as a means to agitate amongst the Iranian masses, the 
social disintegration of the regime, and basis for a 
revival of the class struggle could have been hastened. 
Instead, imprisoned by their conception of a "democratic 
revolution” independent of the Khomeni regime, which had 
to be ‘defended’, the UCM relegated the central issue in 
Iran since 1979, to a peripheral one and struck the 
weapon from their own hands. Once embarked on this 
course the "democratic revolution" became elastic enough 
to accommodate a united front with the bourgeois KDP. 
While the UCM is wrong in thinking that Lenin's ideas of 
1905 are applicable in 1983, it should be pointed out’ 
that they now travesty his ideas of the democratic 
revolution. Lenin never argued that a "democratic 


revolution" made defencism possible (e.g. he did not say . 


that Russia was "defensible" against Japan after 1905), 
nor did he imply as did the Mensheviks that any political 
united front with the bourgeoisie could achieve this 
revolution, but only total political opposition to it. 
The UCM's invention of a progressive role for the KDP is 
regression to the Menshevik view of the democratic 
revolution. 


The attempt to influence the UCM in a positive direction 
had undergone a decisive set-back. However, our per- 
spectives towards them'was correct, and in the event of 
similar currents appearing (e.g. in Brazil, Turkey etc) 
we would relate to them similarly. Let the latter-day 
Culdees retreat into anathemas; we intend to influence 
events, not simply retreat into chauvinism under the 
guise of principle. Even despite the trajectory of the 
UCM, the debate with them has deepened our understanding 
of the question of the democratic revolution and that cf 
revolutionary defeatism. Our material has circulated 
both inside Iran and in the milieu in exile, and we will 
soon publish our texts in Farsi. This effort will bear 
fruit in the future. 


As regards the UCM and Komala, their support for the 
"democratic revolution” is leading to support for the 
"democratic" camp of Iranian capitalism. 
of this policy will mean that the UCM will be an obstacle 
to the formation of a communist minority in Iran, which 
will have to be built in a struggle against itm 


1) See the "perspectives" article in this issue. 
2) For elaboration, see article "Class Consciousness in 


the Marxist Perspective" in this issue. 


Forthcoming C.W.O. Pamphlet in Farsi 


A PROGRAMME FOR THE PAST? 

To be published in the spring 
at 50p.(p.p.); orders to group 
address. 


The continuation rather of the fall in the rate of profit). 


2. The Iran-Iraq War 


Letter from the Internationalist: 
Communist Party (B.C.) to the S.U.C.M. 


Dear Comrades, 


Our apologies for the long delay in sending the promised 
documents in reply to your texts. The delay is partly 
due to the many tasks our weak forces have to carry out, 
and partly because we wanted to read and study all the 
documents you have sent. 


There are many points to discuss. Here we will take up 
the most important ones and only make some brief 
comments on the others. 


-Let's begin with one of the last texts received - 
“Marxist Theory of Crisis" - because, as you rightly 
said, it is of fundamental importance. Throughout the 
text there recurs a rather dangerous view of the crisis 
which loses sight of a central conclusion to the 
Marxist theory of crisis in the imperialist epoch. If 
it is true in fact that "the crisis itself acts as a 
practical mechanism for its own alleviation" (p.10) in 
the sense that its most immediate effects act as 
alleviating factors, it's still not true that it is 
“the process which creates favourable conditions for a 
new cycle of capital accumulation" (p.10). This over- 
estimates the possibility of conserving the capitalist 
mode of production. An example of this is found when 
the text examines the appropriation of the means of 
production in the weakest capitalist sectors (p.11). 
Such appropriation leads to a major centralisation of 
capital without a proportional increase in capital. 
That is, in theory, the surplus value produced - 
because it is appropriated from a capital with a 

lower total value - leads to a relative increase in the 
rate of profit. But reality is different. In fact, 
appropriations of bankrupt capitals aren't immediately 
followed by such an increase because plants must be re- 
structured, improved, i.e. made efficient again, and 
of course enlarged. The tendency towards restructuring 
which is typical of, and particularly acute in, this 
period (we have been writing about it for years) 
therefore means that the major centralisations also 
involve an increase in capital. If restructuring 
hadn"t been indispensable the old property wouldn't 
have failed. As a consequence of this the phenomenon 
which is given so much importance in the text is of 
such a brief duration that there are no positive 
effects on the s fraction. 


ec +Vv 
Hypothetically, then, the raising‘of the rate of profit 
in the case of a major drop in c (and therefore in c + v) 
in relation to s is true. But its limited nature does 
not resolve the problem of the general raising of c (or 
Thus, the 
other example given doesn't hold and is false: i.e. 
it's not true that the strongest take the markets of the 
weakest who fail (to survive), and by increasing the 
scale cf their production via technological innovation, 
Save themselves. (Closures on the one hand, and re- 
structurings on the other influence the question and 
therefore affect the market. They are therefore an 
important aspect, but of a more limited market. This is 
a general feature of the economies of the advanced 
countries. It is the problem that political economy in 
every state is unable to solve. 


And the basic error is on page 12: 


"... firstly, by intensifying competition, the crisis 
provides the necessary groundwork for the internal 
purging and re-organisation of capital and thus for 
the increase in its profitability and, secondly, 
since capital emerges out of every crisis more 
centralised the next crisis appears with greater 
and deeper dimensions, causes more intensified 
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competition and its alleviation necessitates a more 
all-sided reconstruction for capital. Thus, with 
every crisis, capital comes one step nearer to its 
disintegration." 


Here, it seems to us, the focal point of the error is 
clear. The preceding examples about the crisis provid- 
ing the means for overcoming itself fit perfectly the 
conjunctural crises of (individual) sectors ( the closure 
of the weakest plants, the appropriation of the market by 
the strongest capitals, etc.). In this sense the 


conclusion is correct only if in place of "disintegration" 


We put the structural crisis of capital which develops 
from the successive sectoral or "conjunctural" crises. 


If this is not the case, we can sit down and quietly wait 
for the final crisis and the disintegration of the 
capitalist mode of production = while capital itself 
resolves the crisis on its terrain by war! There are 
no economic means or mechanisms for resolving the 
structural crisis of capitalism. Capitalism in crisis 
resorts to extra-economic means; it resorts to the de- 
struction of the means and forces of production, because 
only these lead to new conditions for a new accumlation 
cycle. The lst and 2nd World Wars signalled at the same 
time the end of one cycle and the beginning of another. 
We are now at the close of a third cycle and Lenin's 
alternative of imperialist war or proletarian 
revolution is being posed once again. Today capital 
‘can only resolve the fall in s by eliminating huge 
c+v 
amounts of c (destruction of factories, infrastructure, 
cities) and huge quantities of v (slaughter of humans). 
In our view it is rather serious for a Marxist text on 
the crisis to ignore this fundamental element in the 
life of monopoly capitalism ( imperialism) - i.e. to 
ignore ‘the question of war. Thus the pamphlet is 
marred by a certain scholasticism and readiness to 
omit the facts of the real world. 


In this respect, the text's overestimation of the prol-. 
etariat's economic struggle is significant. A 
successful economic struggle would allow the re- 
employment of workers at lower wage levels. It is 
true that wage levels are falling - but, as you well 
know comrades - living as you do in England - this is 
not accompanied by re-employment. It is not by lower= 
ing wages that capital finds a solution to the crisis. 
Rather, it is the case that lowering of wages, the 
worsening of workers' living standards, are indis- 
pensable for capital's survival until the moment when 
its real solution breaks out - war. 


Such a unilinear and incomplete analysis of the crisis 
leads to a serious political distortion. The text 
argues: 


“,,,either the proletariat (...wins) or the 
struggle is confined to the economic level and 
the bourgeoisie becomes victorious in its assault 
on the level of subsistence of the working class, 
exploitation intensifies, and the necessary 
conditions for the commencement of a new cycle of 
capital accumulation are created for the 
bourgeoisie.” (pp13-14) 


No, comrades. The "economic" defeat of the proletariat 
isn't by itself sufficient to recreate the conditions 
for a new cycle. If such were the,case it would be 
enough to push the unions into making it their task to 
work for the revolution = by communists working inside 
the unions, as in the classical and by now obsolete 
vision of the 3rd International. Thus, if it's true 
that it is indispensable for the bourgeoisie to attack 
the proletariat, this alone is not sufficient for it. 
And it is not the case that "in the final analysis the 
incapacity of the union movement lies in this truth" - 
i.e. that the trade unions" acceptance of compromise 
_leads to the recreation of better conditions for 
capital. This is what the trade unionists say and 
would have us believe. But in reality the unions are 
no longer the expressions of the economic defence of 
the proletariat; they are also anti-working class on 


the economic terrain. You know our positions on this 
but it doesn't seem to us that the view of the trade 
union movement in Hekmat's text coincides with these. 

It seems to us that the text presents an essentially 
optimistic (or propagandist) view of the crisis which 
would bring the proletariat into action, reinforcing 
itself and the party, crisis by crisis, until the 
revolution. Here there's no view of the relationship 
between crisis - war - reconstruction. Through war 

(if it succeeds) the bourgeoisie creates new conditions 
for the accumulation cycle whose ascendant phase 
destroys, as it has destroyed, the communist vanguard. 
The Ist World War and the immediate post-war crisis 
opened up great possibilities which found their first 
expression in the Bolshevik October. But the failure of 
the revolution in Europe and its retreat in Russia 
opened the door to an unprecedented wave of counter- 
revolution. This also led to a definitive change in 
relations between party and class in the European 
countries, in the sense that the ambiguous myth of the 
mass communist party was liquidated for ever. At the 
height of the counter-revolutionary wave of the Thirties 
the 2nd World War, up until its end, reopened some 
limited opportunities which our party tried to use to 
gain a foothold against the bourgeoisie's restructuring 
under the shadow of Truman and Stalin. Again 
“restructuration" won, leaving us weakened numerically 
and isolated from the working masses. Now new 
perspectives are opening up. But, knowing what the 
bourgeoisie is preparing, it's necessary to examine them 
clearly so as to be able to put up a fight, since the 
bourgeoisie is preparing for war because it has no other 
solution. We are in complete agreement with the 
description of the dependent capitalist market. But 
even within this specific analysis of the problems and 
capitalist ties in the dominated countries we find a 
mirror-image of the error on the unions in the dominant 
countries. There is a tendency to comsider the 
proletariat of the capital exporting coumtries as 2 
workers’ aristocracy in the confrontations of the world 
proletariat. While this can be admitted in one sense, 
it is still dangerous and rather misses the point. .In 
fact, from this idea the text somewhat mechanically 
reaches an incorrect assessment of Euro-communism which 
is seen by Hekmat as the "reappearance of social 
chauvinism in the name of Euro-communism in the workers" 
movement of the metropolitan countries". No, comrades. 
The rise of Euro-communism coincides with the fall in 
support for the "communist" parties by the workers. 

This confirms our thesis that the P.C.I. (Communist 
Party of Italy) et. al. are not expressions of the 
aristocracy of labour, but of the left wing of the 
bourgeoisie. In other words, it is not that the working 
class, corrupted by imperialist super profits, expresses 
its "bourgeois" being through Euro-communist theories 
and parties. It is rather that the Western bourgeoisie, 
powerful as a result of its real domination over society 
(see The German Ideology) gives rise to currents and 
parties which are capable of confining the working class 
for some time and to a large extent, while preparing the 
ideological framework in which to quieten the workers 
and maintain their passivity. 


But with the crisis, with the substitution of material 
pressures for the tranquil continuity of democratic 
relations, workers" disposition to stay inside this 
frame-work begins to decline. There is total passivity 
but, for example, Euro-communism grows outside of the 
mass of workers = amongst technicians and shopkeepers, 
managers and bureaucrats, but not in the factories. 


We turn to another theme; that of the movement of 


different spheres of capital under the domination of 
monopoly capital (p.56 ff). The way Hekmat deals with 
this (and we are glad to say we are in agreement) does 
not at all exclude the possibility of ruthless 
competition amongst neighbouring states, for example, 
over the possession and exploitation of oil. 


Well, comrades, it's really here that the main reason 
for the Iran-Iraq war is to be found. However, this 
argument is unfortunately allowed to drop. We'll 
therefore pass on to the pamphlet which you dedicate to 


aia 


* We reproduce here an international poster produced in spring 1983 


ie oe 


olabiiz 


THE IRAN~IRAQ WAR 
A JIHAD FOR CAPITALISM 


| | Pt 
eee, o\y 


#Sanand3) 
Hamadan 


ekhoramatad 


Estah. 
° 


eDestul 
© Masjed-Sulaiman 
KHUTESTAN 


ARABIA 


Aralis us ans 
SJ shies in tog 
__] Ossputed zone 


"A revolutionary class in a reactionary 
war cannot help wishing the defeat of its 
own government.” (Lenin) 


For two and a half years Iran and Iraq have been at war in the Persian Gulf. Thousands of workers are 
being murdered in the interests of capitalism. Communists must take a clear revolutionary stand against 
the war. 


The root cause of the war is the world economic crisis of capitalism. Both Iran and Iraq are sinking into 
economic chaos with inflation and unemployment at massive levels. Their rulers see the Gulf oil fields as 
essential to their survival. The bourgeoisie of both countries also see the war as a way of deflecting 
working class discontent into a patriotic frenzy. 


Both Iran and Iraq claim to be “anti=imperialist", but both imperialist blocs, the USA and the USSR, have 
intervened in the war by arming and giving loans to both sides, and both are trying to use the war as a 

| way of establishing control of this area. “Anti-imperialism" unless it is also anti-capitalism is simply 
nationalism in disguise. 


However, despite mass executions of workers and communists in Iran and Iraq this war has been opposed. 

] Thousands have deserted the armies of Khomeini and Saddam Hussein, or have been exiled for refusal to fight. 
Workers in both countries have struck against wage cuts and tax rises to finance the war. In Sulaymaniyah 
strikers chanted "neither Saddam nor Khomeini". Communists in Iran and Iraq have opposed the chauvinism of 
the official "Communist" Parties and leftist groups, and called on workers to carry on their fight for 

| their own interests in opposition to the war. 


WORKERS, COMRADES 
+ No No support for the "anti-imperialist" lies of the Iraqi Ba'athists or the Islamic Repulse Both 
are equally anti working class. 

+ No to any sacrifices to pay for the war! No to taxes or wage cuts. Link the dmnecis against the 
erisis to the struggle against the war. 

+ Resolute defence of proletarian organisation. Mobilisation against any emergency decrees, e.g. 
curfews, bans on press, assembly etc. 

+ Carry the fight into the armies. For agitation amongst the soldiers in order to paralyse the 
military machine. 


Capitalism in crisis offers us only war or revolution. The tasks of communists in Iran and Iraq today are 
the tasks of communists everywhere tomorrows to turn the bourgeois war into a civil war for the overthrow 
of capitalism and the end of all wars. 


March 1983 Communist Workers Organisation 
Partito Comunista Internazionalista (Italy) 


BM BOX CWO, LONDON WCIN 3XX 
eee 
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this problem, "The Invasion of the Iraqi Regime and our 
Tasks", starting from this premise: 


"The competition of the different capitals is the 
substratum for the approximation of the profit- 
ability of the different capitals to the average 
level of the rate of profit..." 


In the work cited all the premises (pp 1 and 2) are true, 
except point b. That is, it's not true that the economic 
and political questions of that region (or of any other) 
develop according to the relations between the prol- 
etariat and the bourgeoisie. At least, not in the sense 
that is meant in the text. 


It isn't through war that one bourgeoisie helps another 
bourgeoisie which is afflicted by revolutionary move- 
ments, and until it can be proved otherwise, the 
bourgeoisie is still firmly in power in Iran. The 
Paris Commune is the first big example of how the 
bourgeoisie behaves when revolution threatens one of its 
fronts - the Prussians ceased their attack while the 
Versaillese annihilated the Commmnards. 


Russia is a second great example. The Entente inter- 
vened, but the power they were attacking was the prol- 
etariat: it really was a revolutionary power. But 
Khomeini? In fact the clash of interests, the contra- 
dictions which are influencing bourgeois politics at the 
moment, are inter-bourgeois and therefore inter- 
imperialist interests and contradictions. 


Here we must mention another essential premise for the 
UCM: tHat the revolution in Iran is still going on. 

But if this was so, comrades, the general interests of 
the bourgeoisie, both Iranian and Iraqi, would be for 
internal peace in order to make common war against the 
proletariat. The Prussian guns fell silent; the troops 
ceased fire in order to help the Versaillese! The 
reality is that for the time being the Iranian 
proletariat has been brought to a halt and is madly 
throwing itself against the Iraqis under the banner of 
Islam. Certainly, the Iranian and Iraqi bourgeoisies 
are profiting from this and avoiding the Ganger of a new 
revolutionary wave, indeed this aim ‘controls’ their 
internal problems. If it is true, as the document 
states further on, that the overthrow of the Shah's 
regime. heralded great social tumult, it's no less 
true that the first stirrings were followed by a 
temporary, but very real readjusting of an unstable 
equilibrium based on the weakness of the working class. 
And for the moment instability has led to the inter- 
bourgeois struggle which is in the limelight today in 
Tran. 

So, then, it's not true that the war is a new way for 
US imperialism to carry out its attacks against the 
Iranian proletariat; but it is true that war is a new 
form of competition between national capitals, behind 
whose interests the great imperialist powers are acting. 
The UCM underestimates the internal clash of interests 
between the imperialist fronts in the region and over- 
estimates the exclusive domination of the US. 


First of all, the UCM identifies the general tasks of 
the Iraqi state as being those of a direct agent of US 
imperialism. This is not the case. Let us explain 
further. The policies and tasks of any state and 
regime must be to assure class domination over society. 
In the imperialist period, that is in the stage of the 
capitalist system where this determines the market at an 
international level, where imperialism penetrates the 
most isolated regions and exports its laws and its 
contradictions, the task of states becomes that of 
representing and defending the interests of the 
dominating class in every country from within the 


economic relations which imperialism imposes on a world 
scale. It’s on this world stage of anarchic capitalist 


interests that every state must defend the interests 
and survival of the dominant class which it represents. 


Only in this sense can the apparent paradox be explained 
of states where a historical bourgeoisie is absent and 
which lack such a self-development of the bourgeoisie 


and capitalist relations (in the sense that these have 
been imposed on such countries by international 
imperialist capitalism) yet where - and really because 
of this - the dominant classes and their state operate 
on the terrain of international bourgeois capital. It 
is easy to state how the penetration of imperialist 
capitalism is more recent (in such areas), how much more 
restricted and unilateral are the relations of dependence 
between a particular state and one of the imperialist 
fronts (or its centre). 


Thus, While the Baathist Iraqi regime defends (of course 
by attacking others) the particular interests of "Iraqi' 
capital, it also defends the interests of these inter- 
national centres with which its existence as capital is 
bound up. This is so, despite all the contradictions 
which this intertwining implies for the line-up of inter- 
national capital and for its various diplomatic, 
political and military oscillations. Also, comrades, 

the Soviet Union with whom Iraq has open relations, is 
part of this same network. 


Can the war lead to increased repression and the re- 
establishment of a balance of er in favour of US 
imperialism (as stated on p.4)? Yes, it can. But this 
does not at all mean that the possible consequences are 
the cause of the war. As you can see, our differences 
on the Iran-Iraq war are not secondary because they are 
related to (different) analytical premises. It is from 
such mistaken premises that the UCM"s umderestimetion of 
revolutionary defeatism springs, 45 well es the fect thet 
on revolutionary defeatism the UCM hes only commucted 
the critique against Peykar. * 

- 
Obviously revolutionary defeatism doesn" simply imply 
the simple predicate "insurrection mow". Bt it is 
essential not to overestimate the "geims of the 
revolution" and not to neglect to dencumee the real 
reasons for, as well as the consequences of, the wear. 


We also want to say something about the pamphlet which 
criticises Peykar (of whom we know very little and 
certainly do not intend to defend!). On page 9 there is 
a serious mistake which is a consequence of the premise 
already examined. It is an error which cam be considered 
as one of the theoretical starting points of social 
chauvinism. 


The extent of dependence of a specific country on this 

or that imperialist bloc depends only on the intrinsic 
economic capacity of that country. This is very obvious 
in the case of the European countries, or of Japan or 
China. The extent of dependence is in inverse proportion 
to the strength of bourgeois nationalism in the context 
of the world capitalist class. An association of 
gangsters has its hierarchy with a corresponding level 

of major or minor dependence for everyone of its ranks. 


And the specific strength of each bourgeoisie is linked © 
to its productive capacity and its actual productivity; 
to its direct access to raw materials; to its "capacity" 
therefore, for self-sufficiency and to its ability to 
penetrate international markets. It is thus that Japan, 
even though short of raw materials, but rich in 
industrial and technological resources, was able to 
raise itself to the level of intermediate dependence and 
subjugation to American capital with its exit from the 
Second World War. To affirm what the UCM affirms on pp 
8-9 of the document is to say that an anti-imperialist 
struggle of the proletariat, even if not definitively 
victorious, makes a country less dependent on the 
imperialist states. This, comrades, leads you into 
justifying what you don't want to justify: ‘support, 
either direct or indirect, for Khomeini - seen as the 
temporary product of the anti-imperialist struggle of 
the masses, And this, therefore, is the error which 
lies at the bottom of your hypothesis about the victory 
of the Revolutionary Democratic Republic, to which we 
will turn. 


Page 11 reintroduces a concept which has already 
appeared elsewhere: that of the division of the world 
out of world war. This appears to us to be the 
“absolutising" this fact and, mistakenly says that only 
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the world can be redivided. That is, it underestimates 
the possibility, and ignores reality which shows that 
inside the same associations there are very concrete 
clashes of interests (even amongst the dominating 


- countries) which can lead to war - above all, if the 


other "associations" - the conflicting imperialist 
fronts - suffer during the war. How else can the wars 
in Africa be explained? How else to explain the current 
and often-forgotten war between Cambodia and Vietnam? 
Perhaps as a conflict between different types of 
socialism? Certainly not. This is another way of 
disproving your thesis about war. = 


On page 13 we find some rather dangerous points. Arguing 
about "just" and "unjust" wars, the UCM opens up the way 
for the concept of just wars linked to national liberat- 
ion. But’ in the imperialist epoch which wars can be 
considered "just"? Perhaps that of Vietnam? No, 
comrades - because in that war the Vietnamese proletariat 
lost thousands and thousands of lives without the cause 
of the proletariat advancing a single step, nor for that 
matter that of national liberation. Or perhaps the Iran- 
Iraq war? We would hope not! Or perhaps the war of the 
PLO is just? As you see, the path is very dangerous and 
is incorrect. Until the proletariat is in power there 
are no just or unjust wars. All wars amongst bourgeois 
states in the imperialist epoch are unjust. 


Just as dangerous is the way in which the UCM insists on 
saying that 


"the imperialist war is the concrete emergence of 
the antagonism between the bourgeoisie and the 
proletariat which has become exceedingly acute." 


It's true that the main contradiction of capitalism is 
between the development of the means of production and 
the relations of production and that this is expressed 
in the first instance by the economic crisis of 
capitalism and in its subsequent inter-capitalist 
tensions. It is only at certain historical turning 
points that the contradictions at the basis of capital 
assume the form of struggle between the classes. 
Imperialist war isn't at all the emergence of this con- 
frontation or manifestation of the contradictions in 
its political form, even if it reveals dramatically 
inter-imperialist contradictions. 


On page 14 the error is magnified and is already on the 
way to opportunism. The most obvious point is the 
great similarity between the positions shown here with 
those that the UCM criticises in Razmandegan in "Social 
Chauvinism..." 


The proletariat, Says the UCM in “Anarcho-Pacificism..." 


OThe deepening of the crisis and the corresponding 
aim of communists to deepen their interventions 
in the working class, means an increasing burden 
on the financial resources of the C.W.0. We are 
totally dependent on the contributions of our 


members, supporters and sympathisers, practical 
and financial. 


OWe appeal to our readers to help us in any way 
they can. Any donations, large or small, will 
help maintain and broaden our work. 


OIf you agree with the ideas put forward in 
REVOLUTIONARY PERSFECTIVES and WORKERS VCICE, 
help to extend our work with a SUPPORTERS’ 
SUESCRIPTION of £10 to receive all our 
publications. 


Dan ev2n more welcome contribution to our work 
would be to take copies of our press (e.g. 5 
copies on a sale-or-return basis), or bundles 
of leaflets for distribution. 


OIn addition, we welcome all comments on our 
political positions, and will reply to all 
letters receivec. 


“must participate in the war against despotism and 
national oppression alongside the democratic 
bourgeoisie - while exposing the inconsistency of 
this bourgeoisie, propagandising its basic enmity 
against it.." 


On pages 3 and 4 of "Social Chauvinism..." the UCM 
reports Razmandegan's positions. How is this different 
from the UCM? For the UCM the war. is also the 
"continuation of the single determined and total policy 
of repression, in order to reestablish the optimum form 
of domination of American imperialism, the securing and 
renewed consolidation of its complete hegemony in the 
region and the re-establishment of internal unity in the 
ranks of the bourgeoisie" that (just as for Razmandegan) 
would be the defeat of the Iranian revolution. In our 
opinion, it's obvious that the only point of difference 
between the UCM and the open social chauvinists is that 
the social chauvinists maintain that, being politically 
and organisationally independent, communists must take 
active part in the war against Iraq alongside the 
Khomeini regime. But this is not a substantial 
difference when for the UCM the proletariat (and there- 
fore the communists) must fight alongside the 
bourgeoisie! If it's true, that is, that by defence of 
the communist ranks Razmandegan means the defence of the 
Islamig government, the defence of the gains of the 
revolution against the Iraqi invasion of which the UCM 
speaks, is not very different. It is one thing to defend 
the proletariat's freedom to organise, proletarian organ- 
_isations, the communist press, etc. (that is, certain a 
aspects of civil life); it is another to confuse this 
with the defence of the state. The first are defended 
against all soldiers - Iranian, Iraqi, Italian or German; 
it remains for the bourgeoisie to defend the other. 


There is a similarity between the UCM and Razmandegan's 
positions and it is very dangerous: it removes a number 
of possibilities for international work and we will see 
the results of this. For the time being we are con- 
tinuing to examine it. 


In fact the UCM outlines a tactic which doesn't exclude 
participation in the Iran-Iraq war. On page 19 of 
“Anarcho-Pacificism...." this is crystal clear: 


"The presentation of such demands ... participating 
in the war, will only mean that workers have 
defended their revolution against the war of the 
capitalists." 


This is extremely serious, comrades, and ‘has nothing to 
do with what you were talking about in London. 

Certainly the commnists and the proletariat 
defend their organisations by arms (if possible) when 
the police and a national or foreign army attack them. 
This is how the Comminards defended the Commune against 
the Versaillese and the Prussians. But this is not 
participation in the war. It is a struggle against the 
war. Moreover, the letter which you sent to the CWO 
doesn't resolve this problem. The statements in the 
documents quoted here are equivocal and unacceptably 
worded for commmists. Now we move on to Iraq. What 
must Iraqi commmists do? On page 20 the reply is that 
the Iraqi commmist movement must do likewise. 
Participate in the War?? 


We hope you realise that the contradictions here are 
enormous, especially since the UCM wants to present all 
this as - internationalist politics! Page 21 returns to 
the idea that the class struggle carries on through 
participation in the war. We are not defending Peykar, 
but revolutionary defeatism. The UCM, however, opposes 
this and maintains that neither the Iranian nor the 
Iraqi movement mst directly oppose the war because that 
would lead to the defeat of the class struggle: 
Comrades, it may be true that it's not yet the moment to 
put insurrection on the agenda, However, insurrection 
against war is the communist objective which cannot be 
replaced, as the UCM would have it, with participation 
in the war. Thus, we are in complete agreement with the 
concrete agitational demands which the UCM outlines on 
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page 18, but these mst be part of an overall political 
line against the war, in Iran as well as in Iraq. 


What is the UCM afraid of? It is obvious. It is afraid 
that an Iraqi victory would lead to the reinforcement of 
the imperialist bourgeoisie in the region. But the 
victory of Khomeini would have the same result: it would 
lead to the reinforcement of him and his Islamic regime. 
And for the proletariat? Since the Islamic regime isn't 
a gain of the revolution, but an expression of the 
domination of international imperialist capitalism over 
Iran, it is being hit from all sides. 


And now we have reached the last and perhaps the most 
important point concerning the whole issue. What 
‘political authority to construct the commmist Inter- 
national have "communist" parties who participate in wars 
- between their respective bourgeoisies? What has happened 
in the UCM's tactics to the fundamental perspective of 
‘work for world communists: the construction of the inter- 
national proletarian party? It is not internationalist 
phrases, comrades, which makes the International, but 
real policies which are concretely internationalist. 

This is the essential basis for framing tactics, because 


tactics are the concrete way communists pursue their 
aims. One of these aims is the formation of the Inter- 
national, the unity of the proletariat in all countries, 
and the definition of a general programme of struggle 
for the world proletariat. 


For the moment we will finish here, having substantially 
dealt with only the themes of the crisis, imperialist 
war and the Iran-Iraq war. Incidentally we have made 
some critical observations,which we hope have been 
useful, on the aristocracy of labour, unions and Euro- 
communism. Remaining to be discussed are the basis of 
your premises, your statememts on the fundamental theme 
of the democratic revolution and the hypothetical 
Revolutionary Democratic Republic. We will reserve 
these, however, for another long letter in which we will 
consider the problems related to the Programme of the 
Communist Party of Iran. 


Receive, comrades, our communist greetings. 


Translated July 198: 


CLASS CONSCIOUSNESS IN 
THE MARXIST PERSPECTIVE 


PREAMBLE. 
The question of class consciousness is the central prob- 


lem of revolutionary politics, though one least often dis- 


cussed. The prospects for the working class to gain a 
-real collective and oe understanding of its histor- 
ical situation, con ons how we see the tasks and 
structure of the revolutionary organisation. Indeed, 
conceptions of organisation flow as logical corollaries 
from the question of consciousness in general, and class 
consciousness in particular. In the following article 
we examine these questions from the stand-point of 
historical materialism. The history of the proletariat, 
and the analyses of communists from Marx onwards are 
‘broached, in order to draw conclusions about the con- 


sciousness of the proletariat, and provide a guide to our 


political practice. 


Consciousness “in general” 


The source of ideas, or consciousness, has occupied the 
igeologists of class society for thousands of years. In 
ancient society, philosophers like Plato and Aristotle 
saw ideas as being ‘innate', only being brought into the 
light of day by thought. These early idealists were 
followed by the Christian philosophers of the feudal 
period, such as Aquinas, who saw God as the fount of 
human consciousness. With the development of capitalist 
‘production there emerged crude materialist thinkers like 
Bacon and Descartes, who began to argue that ideas were 
neither innate, nor fallen from the sky, but somehow a 
product of man's material existence. But it was not 
really until the mid-nineteenth century, with the massive 
development of capitalism, that "bourgeois" materialism 
reached its apogee. 


Buttressed with arguments from natural science, bourg- 
eois materialism swept all before it in the days of its 
dominance (roughly 1840-70). The basic assumption of 
bourgeois materialismwas that there existed a material 
universe independent of ourselves, and that contact with 
this universe is the source of our consciousness. This 
much historical materialism shares with bourgeois 
materialism. Despite all the attempts by academic 
marxicologists to deny it, there is no doubt that Marx 
began his study of consciousness from the stand-point of 
an existing material world, independent of the per- 


ceiving subject. ‘In the Holy Family, he stated, 

"No great wisdom is required to discower the 
necessary connection of materialism with commmis= 
and socialism... man constructs all Bis Euowieae=, 
perception etc from the world of seme." = Vol 2 


page 138) 


But historical materialism differs profoundly from 
bourgeois materialism in the following ways: 

a. The bourgeois materialists saw consciousness 45 an 
individual phenomenon, resulting from the impact of 

sense perception, physical and metabolic factors (eg diet! 
on the physiology of the isolated human being. Marx 
penetrated the secret that consciousness was not prim 
arily a physiological issue, but a social and historical 
phenomenon, and that variations in consciousness were 

due to variations in social, and especially class position 
in society. Marx's materialism starts from the existence 
NOT of the isolated bourgeois individual, but from the 
existence of classes and social relations, 


"The sum total of these relations of production 
constitutes the economic structure of society, the 
real foundation... to which correspond definite form: 
of social consciousness... It is not the conscious- 
ness of men that determines their being, but, on the 
contrary, it's their social being that determines 
their consciousness." "Preface to the Critique of 
Political Economy" Selected Works Vol 1 p.363 - 
emphasis added) 


b. Marx's materialism was also dialectical. Whereas 
bourgeois materialists saw individual man as passively 
receiving sensory imprints, which were then physiolog- 
ically translated into consciousness, Marx argued that 
the raw material of experience was actively re-structured 
by its recipients by thought (since thought has’an 
historical dimension, no one comes into the world a 
tabula rasa in historical materialism), and trans- 
formed into consciousness, which in turn reacted back on 
experience. This is the meaning of the Theses on 
Feuerbach, where Marx states, 


"1. The chief defect of all hitherto existing 
materialism - that of Feuerbach included - is that 
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the thing (Gegenstand) reality, sensuousness, is 
conceived only in the form of the object (Objeckt) 
or of contemplation (Anschauung), but not as human 
sense activity, practice, not subjectively... 

1X. The highest point attained by contemplative 
materialism, that is materialism that does not 
understand sensuousness as practical activity, is 
the contemplation of single individuals in “civil 
society". (Qu. in Engles' Feuerbach pp 63, 65) 


These points could be illuminated by innumerable further 
quotations, but the point made is that for Marxism, 


consciousness is an historical and social product, and it 
is mediated through the interaction of "experience" with 


already existing consciousness, and refined through 
“eect and the comprehension of that a The 

ew that consciousness is a direct or automatic product 
of “experience” for individuals or for social classes is 
in fact the whole target of Marx's settling accounts with 
Feuerbach, and such a view is empiricism, bourgeois 
materialism in its lowest form. Nevertheless, such ideas 
continued to find their high priests in the workers 
movement (even after Marx settled the question), and still 
do so today. 


The Consciousness of the Proletariat 
Historical materialism provides the framework for an 
understanding of the proletariat, as well as the potent- 
ial and limitations of working class consciousness. On 
the one hand, the proletariat is a class unique in 
history; a propertyless class, which is exploited and 
produces collectively, and which is constantly forced, 
through the contradictions of the capitalist economy, to 
struggle against the bourgeoisie. For the waging of this 
struggle, and the winning of its emancipation, there is 
only one way for the proletariat - the overthrow of 
private property and all forms of class rule. Not only 
has the proletariat the necessity to emancipate itself 
thus, but, because of its social position, unlike that of 
other classes, it has the ability to do so. Hence the 
proletariat is a revolutionary class, "a class with 
radical chains, a class in civil society that is not of 
civil society, .. a social group that is the dissolution 
of all social groups", as Marx put it in the 


Critique of 
Hegel's Eni Losophy of Fight. But in the same text he 
continued by po out that the experience of the 


proletariat was not a sufficient condition for its 
emancipation, and that it was necessary for consciousness 
("philosophy") to penetrate 112 class, 


"As philosophy finds in the proletariat its material 
weapons, so the proletariat finds in philosophy its 
intellectual weapons... Philosophy cannot realise 
itself without transcending the proletariat, the 
proletariat cannot transcend itself without 
realising philosophy." (Early Works, (ed McLellan ) 
pp 128-9) 


These ideas are expressed in a less philosophical envelope 
in the later works, e.g. the Commmist Manifesto. Here 
Marx and Engels point out that the immediate experience 
of the class forces upon itself the awareness of its 
class identity, and its need to struggle collectively, 


"But with the development of industry the proletariat 
not only increases in number; it becomes concentrated 
in greater masses, its strength grows, and it feels *« 
that strength more.... the collisions between 
individual workmen and individual bourgeois take more 
and more the character of collisions between two 
classes. Thereupon the workers begin to form 
combinations (Trades Unions) against the bourgeoisie; 
they club together to keep up the rate of wages.." 


(Commmist Manifesto in Sel Wks Vol 1 p./2) 


Thus the conditions of existence of the proletariat, its 
struggles and reflexions on that struggle raise its under- 
standing to a level where it can see itself as a separate 
class, and define itself by the need for struggle against 
the bourgeoisie. But class identity is not class con- 
sciousness (though it is a pre-supposition for it). This 
is because the proletarians exist in bourgeois society, 


‘and experience all its manifeld social relations and 


ideological superstructures. This means that, inevitably, 
even though they mav struggle with their bosses, for 

most of the time the vast majority of proletarians are 
saturated with bourgeois ideology. As Marx and Engels 
argued as early as the 1840s, a logical consequence of 
the materialist conception of history is that, 


"The ideas of the ruling class are in every epoch the 
ruling ideas, ie the class which is the ruling 
material force in society, is at the same time its 
ruling intellectual force. ‘The class which has the 
means of material production at its disposal, has 
control at the same time over the means of mental 
production, so that thereby, generally speaking, the 
ideas of those who lack the means of mental ,product- 


ion are subject to it." (German Ideology p.O+) 


For class identity to be transformed into class conscious- 


, ness, "The organisation of the proletarians into a class, 


and hence into a political party" (Marx) is necessary. 
For this to occur, it is necessary for the proletariat to 
acquire a world view that goes beyond that provided by its 
immediate existence, ‘and the consciousness that this gives 
rise to. Capitalism is a crisis ridden and contradictory 
society, and as Marx implies above, its ideological 
domination can therefore never be total over its society. 
Since capitalist society is founded on class antagonisms 
the material class conflicts which exist create the basis 
for communist ideas which arise in direct opposition to 
the ruling bourgeois ideas. These ideas are, however, in 
general only sparks of communist consciousness limited to 
individual workers or small sections of the working class 
at particular times. For the most part the experiences 
gained by the working class in its conflict with the 
bourgeoisie are structured by the world outlook of the 
bourgeoisie and give rise only to a sense of class ident- 
ity which remains a type of bourgeois consciousness. 
For communist consciousness to take place in any sig- 
nificant scale it is necessary for the workers‘ 
experiences of material class conflict and social 
reality to be structured and interpreted by a revolution- 
ary communist world view. To provide such a world view is 
the task of the communist party. It does this through a 
profound study of social reality, its conflicting 
processes and its historical trajectory coupled with 
practical intervention in the class struggle. It thus 
aims to fuse all the sparks of communist consciousness 
generated in the class struggle into a coherent world 


* view and to regroup all those who accept this world view 


into a force capable of intervention, capable of 
structuring the experience of the working class within 
a communist framework. 


It is not possible to quote simply what Marx said on 
class consciousness and the party in isolation. Used in 
this "scholastic" way his writings can give support to 
libertarian, Luxemburgist, social-democrat or Blshevik 
interpretations on the party question in particular. We 
must analyse what Marx actually wrote dialectically, 
i.e. in terms of the context of the period, of what 
Marx did, and of what his general views on conscious- 
ness were. In the context of his e, as the 
proletarian class was in the process of formation, and 
as the problem of the conquest of power was not 
coneretely posed, it is understandable that Marx's 
utterances lack a certain precision. 


However, if we examine Marx's basic views on conscious- 


; ness, already discussed, which were of the indirect 


nature of consciousness formation, and if we look at the 
life-long political activity of Marx, towards the 
formation of a working class party, then the framework 
for the evaluation of his utterances on class con- 
sciousness is clarified in a way that escapes the 

quotes of scripture. 


This theoretical world view for the proletariat is provid- 
ed, as Marx describes in the following way, 


"Just as, therefore, at an earlier period, a section 
of the nobility went over to the bourgeoisie, so now 
a section of the bourgeoisie goes over to the 
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proletariat, and in particular, a portion of the 
bourgeois ideologists, who have raised themselves to 
the level of comprehending theoretically the 
historical movement as a whole." (Commnist 
Manifesto p.43) : 


Here in a nutshell is the materialist conception of class 
consciousness. The spontaneous struggle of the working 
class can raise the consciousness of that class to the 
level of class identity, the realisation that it is not 
part of the "people", but is a class-in-itself. This is 
a@ necessary prelude to its qual ive leap to class con- 
sciousness (or, the emergence of the class-for-itself), 
but the latter can only come about if “philosophy” or a 
theoretical understanding of the historical movement as a 
whole is provided, and grips the working class - i.e. if 
the class can become aware that it must be furnished with 
a party with a scientific world view. This world view is 
of necessity formated outside of (though its material 
is partly furnished by) the class struggle and outside 

of the existence of the whole proletariat, though indiv- 
idual proletarians participate in its creation. 


Marx repeatedly stressed the necessity for the working 
class to struggle against its exploiters, and saw the 
daily class struggle as a training ground for socialism. 
However, such a struggle could not be a substitute for 
the struggle for socialism. Hence the lifelong struggle 
of Marx and Engels to form a working class political 


party, and to win the working class movement sor 
socialism. Among the many clear statements to this 
effect is the following from the section entitled "The 
Struggle betwee Capital and Labour and its Results" of 


Wages, Price and Profit, 


"By cowardly giving way in their everyday conflict 
with capital (the workers) would certainly dis- 
qualify themselves from the initiating of any 
larger movement.... 

At the same time the working class ought not to 
exaggerate to themselves the ultimate working of 
these everyday struggles... They ought not to be 
exclusively absorbed in these fights... 
They ought to understand that, with all the miseries 
it imposes on them, the present system simultaneously 
engenders the material conditions and the social 
forms necessary for their emancipation. Instead of 
the conservative motto "A fair day's wage for a fair 
day's work", they ought to enscribe on their banner 
the revolutionary watchword, “Abolition of the wages 
system". (in Sel Wks Vol 1 p.446) 


Marx and Engels never flattered the spontaneous movement 
of the working class, nor gave inflated ideas about its 
level of consciousness. They emphasised, contrary to all 
empiricists and sociological investigators, that the 
historical role of the working class was to a certain 
extent independent or even contrary to its consciousness. 
What was not important was the given level of understand- 
ing at any particular time, in an individual or mass way, 
but what the contradictions of capitalism would bring 
about, on the basis that the proletariat was a revolution- 
ary class, by virtue of its material existence, and its po- 
tentiality for the destruction of capitalism, 


"The question is not,what goal is envisaged for the 
time being by this or that member of the proletariat 
or even by the proletariat as a whole. The question 
is, what is the proletariat, and what course of 
action will it be forced historically to take in 


conformity with its nature." (The Holy Family) 


In their letters Marx and Engels talk of the British 
working class in the nineteenth century, and their 
opinion that “industrial prosperity leads to attempts to 
‘buy the workers'" (Briefwechsel Vol 1 p.136), to divert 
them from struggle; how prosperity generally "demoralises 
the workers" (Vol 1 p.218); how the British proletariat 
becomes "bourgeoisified', "this most bourgeois of 
nations is apparently ultimately aiming at the possess- 
ion of a bourgeois aristocracy and a bourgeois prolet- 
ariat as well as a bourgeoisie" (Vol 11 p.29); 

how it will be necessary to wait more time till "the 
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English workers will free themselves from their bourgeois 
infection” (Vol 111 p.127). 

In fact, we can say that so convinced was Marx of 
the domination of the working class by bourgeois ideol- 
ogy, that rather than seeing the full acquisition of 
communist consciousness by the entire proletariat as a 
pre-condition for revolution, rather he saw that the 
school of revolution would be the only way in which the 


>working class couid revolutionise itself, 


“Both for the production on a mass scale of this 
commmist consciousness and for the success of the 
cause itself, the alteration of men on a mass scale 
is necessary, an alteration which can only take 
place in a practical movement, a revolution; this 
revolution is necessary, therefore, not only because 
the ruling class cannot be overthrown in any other 
way, but also because the class overthrowing it can 
only in a revolution succeed in ridding itself of 
the mck of ages and become fitted to found society 


anew." (German Ideology pP A-5) 


This, of course, also involved the formation of a working 
class party, and its gaining of influence in the working 
class, towards which the work of the founders of Marxism 
was consecrated from the establishment of the Communist 
League up to that of the foundation of the First and 
Second Internationals. It is also the case that at this 
time Marx and Engels imagined that such working class 
political parties would eventually group the entire, or 
at least the majority of the proletariat. This was not 
to be the case; even the mighty Social Democratic Party 
(SPD) in Germany at its height had the support of about 
half the proletariat in electoral terms, and a tenth in 
terms of membership. But irrespective of this, Marx's 
assertion that the proletarian revolution was "the self- 
conscious independent movement of the immense majority in 
the interests of the immense majority (Manifesto) and 
Engels’ statement that, 


“The time of revolutions carried through by small 
conscious minorities at the head of unconscious 
masses is past. Where it is a question of a complete 
transformation of the social organisation, the masses 
themselves must also be in it, mst have grasped what 
is at stake, what they are going for body and soul." 
(Introduction to 


Class St: le in France 1895 edn 
Selected Works Vol 1 p.l' 


cannot be used to imply that this movement would be a 
spontaneous one, where consciousness would develop out of 
the daily, or even mass struggle in an automatic way. 
What the quotes imply is an over-estimation of how 
extensively true consciousness, not a product of the 
direct class experience, could eventually permeate the 
proletariat, via the party. In fact, rather than being a 
guide for today, such 'majoritarian" views in the later 
writings of Marx and especially Engels, imply a species 
of social democratic cretinism. Engels" quote given here, 
so beloved of spontaneists, is actually used to justify 
the tactic of a peaceful parliamentary road to power, and 
the rejection of violent insurrection. Marx and Engels 
may have had erroneous majoritarian tendencies, the 
product of their epoch; they never had spontaneist ones. 


The Contribution of Lenin 


Lenin's writings, and in particular What _is to be Done?, 
restate in a polemical form, the views of founders of 
historical materialism on the question of class con- 
sciousness, i.e. that class consciousness is not a direct 
reflection of the material existence of the proletariat, 
but is an indirect product mediated through scientific 
thought, i.e. it is "practice and the comprehension of 
that practice", restored to the class by its revolutionar; 
minorities. Lenin's polemic was directed against trends 
found in the Russian workers movement at the turn of the 
century, represented by the journals Raboche 1 and 
Raboche Delo. These trends argued that economic struggle 
should take priority over the political struggle, that 
consciousness developed through the trades union fight in 
particular, and that the task of revolutionaries was 
to give practical help to the economic struggles of the 


. derided the role o: 


Denying the need for political struggle they 
"intellectuals' in the workers‘ 


class. 
movement. 


Lenin denied that revolutionary consciousness emerged 
from the daily struggle of the class, and defended the 
need for revolutionary theory, organisation, and inter- 
vention. In relation to the struggles of the Russian 
workers of the 1890s he argued, 


“These strikes were simply trades union struggles, 
not yet Social Democratic struggles. They marked 
the awakening antagonism between workers and employ- 
ers; but the workers were not, and could not be, 
conscious of the irreconcilable antagonism of their 
interests to the whole of the modern political and 
social system, i.e. theirs was not yet Social 
Democratic consciousness... 

We have said that there could not have béen Social 
Democratic consciousness among workers. It 
would have to be brought to them from without. 
history of all countries shows that the working 
class, exclusively by its own effort, is able to 
develop only trades union consciousness, i.e. the 
conviction that it is necessary to combine in unions, 
fight the employers, and strive to compel the 
government to pass necessary labour legislation etc. 
The theory of socialism, however, grew out of the 
philosophic, historical and economic theories 
elaborated by educated representatives of the 
Propertied classes, by intellectuals. By their 
social status, the founders of modern scientific 
socialism, Marx and Engels, themselves belonged to 
the bourgeois intelligentsia." (What is to be Done? 
pp 31-2) 


Naturally Lenin is not so asinine as to imagine that this 
process of spreading communist consciousness takes place 
in a vacuum; it has as one of its main sources and 
nourishment the very struggles of the working class that 
are discussed in so much detail in Lenin's text. The 
party’s message can only be effectively received if what 
communists are saying theoretically corresponds to what 
the proletariat is capable of sensing but not expressing. 
Neither does Lenin argue that workers have no place in 
the formulation of socialist theories. He mentions 
Weitling, Proudhon and Dietzgen as outstanding worker 
theorists, but their contributions made to the theory of 
socialism were not done so on the shop floor, but as 
worker intellectuals, tied to political activity. 


The 


The ideas, programme and platform of the party are the 
outcome of the material process taking place in society, 
a process which is historical. The world view of the 
party is therefore the only correct framework for under 
standing the proletariat's experience. The party is not 


therefore separate from the class but an element in a 
dialectical process towards communist consciousness 
which is directly derived from material reality. When 
Lenin says consciousness would have to be brought from 
outside he means from outside the physical boundaries 
of the class struggles themselves not from outside the 
process taking place in society. 


Yet, the statement that the class struggle does not 
create socialist consciousness of itself is so self 
evident, that the wonder is why it has ever been con- 
tested, and why what Lenin says should be the subject of 
such a hue and cry. If what Lenin's "economistic" 
opponents were saying is true (and what the anarchists 
before and the councillists after have echoed), then the 
need for a political party is simply liquidated. The 
class struggle cannot be abolished, the reasoning goes, 
it is inevitable, and therefore so is socialist con- 
sciousness. But, as history has shown, Lenin is correct. 
The British working class went through a century of the 
fiercest class economic battles in the nineteenth century, 
created massive trades unions, defined itself and was 
aware of itself as a class, yet failed to create for it- 
self a socialist consciousness. Quite the contrary. The 
advanced sector of the British proletariat, the unionised 
workers, functioned as a wing of the Liberal bourgeoisie, 


without maintaining resolutely its class independence. 
This is exactly what Lenin argued; not that the "economic" 


. struggle of the class must remain non-political if 


communists abstain, but that its politicisation will take 
on a bourgeois forms 


"Since there can be no talk of an independent ideology 
formulated by the working masses themselves in the 
course of their movement, the only choice is either 
bourgeois or socialist ideology. Hence to belittle 
socialist ideology in any way, to turn aside from 
it in the slightest degree, strengthens bourgeois 
ideology. There is much talk of spontaneity. But 
the spontaneous development of the working class 
movement leads to its subordination to bourgeois 
ideology... for the spontaneous working class move- 
ment is trades unionism... anc trades unionism means 
the ideological enslavement of the workers by the 


bourgeoisie." (What is to be done?pp 40-41) 


and later in the same work Lenin continues, 


“Any degrading of the working class movement to the 
level of trades unionist politics means preparing the 
ground for converting the working class movement 
into an instrument of bourgeois democracy. The 
spontaneous working class movement is by itself able 
to create (and inevitably does create) only trades 
unionism, and working class trade unionist politics 
is precisely working class bourgeois politics. The 
fact that the working class participates in political 
struggle, and even in the political revolution, does 
not in itself make its politics Social-Democratic 
politics." (p.94) 


The experience of the American working class in this 
century has underlined that of the British in the last, 
and confirmed Lenin's analysis. By raising the level of 
consciousness of the individual worker, through collective 
struggle, to that of class identity (i.e. the identity of 
belonging to a separate class), the economic struggle of 


the workers opens the possibility of the development of 
class consciousness; but only: the possibility. Without 
the intervention of the party, translating the incoherent 
strivings and aspirations of the proletarians into a 
strategy and programme, the class consciousness of the 
workers will decline, or take a reactionary form. Like a 
ploughed and prepared field, if it is not sown with seed 
capable of bearing fruit, it will grow rank weeds instead. 
Class identity is quite compatible with reactionary 
ideology, and often the most reactionary workers are 
among the most conscious of belonging to the working 
class. In the great strikes of the South African miners 
after World War One, the mobilising slogan was "Workers 
of the World, Unite, and fight for a White South Africa." 


Lenin's polemic against the "economists" is, therefore, 
no dated tirade, but a permanent rebuttal of all those 
who see communist consciousness emerging automatically 
from the class struggle, and who, objectively, liquidate 
the need for a communist party and communist intervention. 
If we look at the experience of the Russian workers this 
becomes clear. The working class created Soviets in 1905, 
and struggled against the imperialist war after 1914, 

But it was the Bolshevik Party under Lenin which trans- 
formed this raw experience into a set of slogans and 
tactics that, restored to the class, allowed them to 
overthrow the bourgeoisie in October 1917. The spontan- 
eous movement was towards support for the Provisional 
Government and defencism. It could not have been other- 
wise. It's true that Lenin was slow to realise the world 
significance of the Soviets; but so was the Russian 
Proletariat which, even after the experience of 1905, was 
using the Soviets in 1917 as a means of supporting the 
bourgeoisie. And the slogan "All Power to the Soviets" 
emerged from Lenin, not from the Russian proletariat. 


It is often said that Lenin "revised" the ideas contained 
in What_is to be Done? or even rejected them altogether 

in the light of the Russian Revolution. And it is true 
that, among many other statements, Lenin argued that "The 
basic mistake of those who polemicise today against What 
is to be Done?"is that they tear this work out of the 
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context of a definite historical milieu... (it) polemic- 
ally corrected Economisnm, and it is false to consider the 
contents of the pamphlet outside of its connection with 
this task" (Works X111 p.85). But let us be clear about 
what is being "corrected". Lenin argued at all times that 
it was the task of the party to bring communist con- 
sciousness to the proletariat; this mich was never 
"corrected". However, the structure of the party varied 
with changing historical circumstances. In the period 
1900-1905, when his polemic was written, conditions of 
illegality made a small, secret party a necessity; the 
upsurge of 1905 changed this, allowing the mass enroll- 
ment of workers into the party, and the introduction of 
elections, factions etc within the Bolsheviks. THIS is 
what Lenin "corrected", i.e. that the structure of the 
party in a period of legality and revolution must change. 
But the differing tactics and structure of the Bolsheviks, 
from illegality to legality, both depended on a view of 
class consciousness which denied the possibility of a 
spontaneous development of the working class towards 
communist conscioughess via the experience of the class 
struggle. 


The party, and we define this in its widest sense, as 
not simply the party at times of mass upheaval, but its 
historical lineage in fractions, tendencies etc.,re- 
mains the repository of class consciousness,and can 
bring back to the class its own experience and the 
lessons of that experience, in periods of heightened 
class struggle. True, this requires the prior develop- 
ment of class identity and solidarity, and in periods of 
intense class battle, what Lenin called “sparks of cons- 
ciousness", among the masses, instinctive and incoherent 
strivings for a way ahead. But without the intervention 
of a party which has elaborated a programme, and a 
strategy to lead the class to victory, the "sparks" will 
not ignite. The recent experience of the mass strikes in 
Poland gives another vivid illustration of how even the 
most massive class battles, though they lead to the 
emergence of "sparks of consciousness", eventually become 
subordinated to bourgeois politics, unless communist 
consciousness is brought into them. Events in Iran, where 
the mass struggle led to actual insurrection, without 
politicisation in a socialist sense, are another example. 
To deny this, and its implications, is simply to run 
away from the "real theoretical, and hence practical 
tasks of the epoch". To these tasks the writings of Lenin 
are the best starting point. 


The Analysis of Rosa Luxemburg 

If we leaves aside for the moment the various Stalinist, 
Maoist and Trotskyist accounts of the party, since the 
content of what they try to introduce into the prolet- 
ariat is bourgeois ideology ( identification of state 
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capitalism with socialism), and similarly we neglect 
to study the anti-party positions of the various 
anarchist currents since Proudhon, because they 
express the consciousness and world view of the petty- 
bourgeoisie, then there still remains within the 
proletarian perspective that current which, while recog- 
nising the "need" for a communist party, denies that it 
is the sole, or even main, repository of class consc- 
jousness, and implies that the proletarian movement has 
its own autonomous, internal and spontaneous dialectic 
towards socialist consciousness. The fount of all these 
conceptions is the writings of Rosa Luxemburg. Her 
failure to understand class consciousness, like her 
failure to understand the capitalist crisis ( see 

"The Accumulation of Contradictions" in R.P.6), alike 
stem from her inability to go beyond experience, 

beyond empiricism to a scientific outlook. 


Her ideas were formed at a time when increasingly 
opportunistic trends were manifesting themselves in 
German Social Democracy, and this co-incided with the 
emergence of the mass strike, especially in Russia. 
Luxemburg lauded the mass strike, saw it as the source 
of socialist understanding, and a corrective to 
social democratic opportunism. Significantly, she was 
to argue many years later the view which was the ; 
kernel of her position, against the views of social 
democracy, 


"They think that to educate the proletarian 

Masses in the socialist spirit means the following; 
to lecture them, distribute leaflets and pamphlets 
amongst them. But no! The socialist proletarian 
school does not need all this. Activity itself 


educates the masses."(Speech to the Foundation of 
the German Communist Party. 


Now, while activity is the necessary basis, necessary 
reservoir for the intervention of the propagandist and 
agitator, and provides the proletariat with the chance 
to make the party's slogans and programme its own, it is 
false, and dangerously false, to argue that activity 
itself educates the masses in socialist consciousness. 
If activity were the source of mass socialist consc- 
jousness, the revolution would have come and gone long 
ere now! Her faith in the power of class activity to 
lead to socialist consciousness led her to believe that 
the movement of the German proletariat would auto- 
matically correct any bureaucratic and opportunist 
trends within Social Democracy, and to neglect the 

need for a factional struggle within, and later against 
this political force. She was never able to overcome 
the fatal flaw, evident in her writings from as early 
as 1906, 
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“If, at any time and under any circumstances, 
Germany were to experience big political strugg- 
les, an era of tremendous economic struggle 
would open up at the same time... If they stood 
aside from the movement or opposed it...the union 
or party leaders would be swept away by the wave 
of events and the ecomomic and political 
struggles would be fought to a conclusion without 
them." (A.R. (Selected Wks.)Vol.1 p235-6). 


The result of this was that Rosa Luxemburg was wrong 
every time she polemicised on an organisational 
question. She was wrong when she argued against the 
formation of the Communist International, as she was to 
oppose the formation of the German Communist Party for 
so long. She was wrong when she argued against breaking 
from the S.P.D. in 1914, and later from the U.S.P.D. in 
1917. And as far back as 1904 she was wrong when she sided 
with the Mensheviks Plekhanov and Trotsky against Lenin 
in the split in the R.S.D.L.P. She argued against Lenin 
as follows, 


"Mistakes made by a genuinely revolutionary 
labour movement are much more fruitful and 
worthwhile historically, than the infall- 
ibility of the very best central committee." 


(Neue Zeit 1904, p535) 


This is false in two ways. In the first place it is 

a caricature of Lenin's views, as anyone who bothers to 
actually read what he wrote, knows. In the second place 
it is logically false; a correct central committee is 
more fruitful than a genuine proletarian movement which 
"mistakenly" subordinates itself to the bourgeoisie any 
day! Here we have in embryo Luxemburg's worship of 
defeat, which we shall return to. But in the meantime 
it is essential to demand that the latter-day 


Luxemburgists answer the question: Why, if her views on 
class consciousness were so wonderful in theory, did 
she consistently err in practice? The spontaneist conce- 
ptions of Luxemburg are thus quite compatible with 
"radical" social democratic practice just as the spon- 
taneist conceptions of the "economists" were compatible 
with trades union practise. Spontaneism is not there- 
for an antidote to reformism, but its corollary. 


In other areas too Luxemburg remained trapped in Social 
Democratic conceptions. She attended the sanction of the 
majority, rather than that of history and the balance of 
forces, to carry the proletariat to power. She argued 
that, "Without the conscious will and conscious action 
of the majority of the proletariat, there can be no 
socialism."(A.R.II,p606),or again more explicitly, 


"The Spartakus League will never assume govern- 
mental power except through the clear unambig- 
uous will of the vast majority of the German 


working class."(Frogramme of the K.P.D.) 


But to assume that it is possible for the entire, or 
even the majority of the working class, under cond- 
itions of capitalist domination, to become conscious 
in a communist sense before the seizure of power and 
the erection of a prole’ dictatorship, is pure 
idealism. The party in this view waits on the slow 
maturation of the masses before acting, it tails the 
class rather than leads it. But their conditions of 
existence and domination by bourgeois ideology, 
preclude the workers ever attaining a level of 
consciousness where Luxemburg would deign to seize 
power. Here again, it was Lenin and not Luxemburg 
who broke from Social Democratic “majoritarianism", 
and argued that revolutions are questions of the 
balance of forces, not of counting votes.Today, with 
the much perfected strategies of ideological domination 
and political manipulation of the ruling class, the 
conceptions of Luxemburg are pure utopia. 


To the problem of consciousness, Luxemburg has a 
magical solutionsthe fetishism of forms of 


struggle which in themselves will lead automatically 
to class consciousness, In her view the mass strike is 
the organisational form for the spontaneous ..develop- 
ment of class consciousness, a sort of mass socialist 
innoculation, 


-of “iron historical laws". 


"Today at a time when the working class mst 
educate, organise and lead itself in the course 
of the revolutionary struggle...mass strikes 
appear as the natural method to mobilise the 
broadest proletarian layers.. 

the open encounter with the armed state power 

is a peripheral aspect of the revolution today, 
only one moment in the whole process of the 

mass struggle of the proletariat."(A.R.II,p227-8). 


Little wonder then that with a view of the school of 
experience being the source of proletarian conscious- 
ness, and the struggle for power as being"peripheral" 

to the spontaneous mass struggle, Luxemburg underest- 
imated the role of the party. She argued that the 
actions of the party can "accelerate or retard" the deve- 
lopment of proletarian consciousness, which is the result 
She saw the party, not as an 
instrument -for the seizure of power but as one to whom 
power falls like a ripe fruit once the proletariat has 
autonomously matured, 


"The victory of the Spartakus League is not at the 
beginning, but at the end of the revolution. It 
is identical with the victory of the many- 
millioned mass of the socialist proletariat." 


(Programme of the K.P. D.) : 
But power, as Lenin noted, is not like a plum that falls, 
but like a turnip that has to be pulled. Luxemburg's 
views led not to the storming of the Winter Palace, but 
to the Landwehr Canal. 


Luxemburg argues that the economic struggle of the class 
turns into a political struggle, and vice-versa. In the 
well-known excerpt, so beloved of spontaneists, she says, 


"In a word, the economic struggle is the factor that 
advances the movement from one political focal 
point to another. The political struggle period- 
ically fertilises the ground for the economic 
struggle. Cause and effect interchange each second. 
Thus we find the two elements, the economic and 
the political, do not incline to. separate them- 
selves..during the mass strike in Russia, not to 
speak of negating each other, as pedantic schemes 
would suggest." (Mass Strike, A.R.I, p201-2) 


But as in many cases with Luxemburg, the beauty of the 

Prose conceals the poverty of the argument. It is 

quite true that the economic struggles of the class, or 

more particularly, its mass moments, raise "political" 

demands which show that the class defines itself, creates 

its class identity, and advances its interests, political 

and economic, in struggle. But the consciousness which 

emerges, and the spontaneously formulated political 

demands in these battles are not, never have been, and 

never could be communist demands and communist consc- ‘ | 
iousness. The mass strikes of the British Chartists 
1839-42 were not simply economic, but raised political 

demands, the mass strikes of the Polish proletariat in 

1980-81 were not simply economic, but developed into 

political confrontations. But in both cases, the demands 

were for bourgeois political aims ( admittedly progress- 


“ive in the case of the Chartists and reactionary in the 


case of Poland). What Luxemburg forgets in her eulogies 
over the mass strike in Russia, in her praise for the 
FORM of the struggle, is the political CONTENT of that 
struggle. Initially the mass movement of the class was 
harnessed to the demands of bourgeois democracy, under 
the leadership of her allies the Mensheviks, and aban- 
doned the political independence of the class. Only 
when the Bolsheviks gained dominance in Moscow did a 
part of the class make a political break from 
bourgeois politics, to social democratic politics, 

and seek to establish its hegemony in the revolution. 


It is this whole dimension that Luxemburg omits 

from her perspectives; the problem is simply spirited 
away. Like so many latter-day political Jungians, she 
attributes to the class a collective historical sub- 
consciousness, where slow fermentation towards class 
understanding is taking place. Victories, defeats, all 
have but one effect, to top up the ever filling 
reservoir of proletarian consciousness to overflowing, 


“The most precious thing, because it is the most 
enduring in the sharp ebb and flow of the revol- 
utionary wave, is the proletariat's spiritual 
growth. The advance by leaps and bounds of the 
proletariat affords an inviolable guarantee of 
its further progress in the inevitable economic 
and political struggles ahead."( Mass Strike.) 


But this evolutionary rise in class consciousness is 
mythical. Outside of periods of open struggle, the 
consciousness of the proletariat retreats, and the 
class is atomised. The workers who created Soviets in 


_1905, marched to war in 1914, and when they created 


Soviets anew in 1917, repeated the mistakes of 
1905. Demoralisation, erroneous political conclusions, 
can just as easily be the outcome of proletarian 
experience, as a rise in consciousness. What 
individual Polish proletarians ( religious mysticism), 
or even broad layers of them (self management) 
conclude from their recent experiences, is NOT what 
the real lessons of these experiences are, nor what 
the communist vanguard draws from them. There is an 
objective limit to proletarian consciousness even in 
periods of advance. But in periods of retreat or 
defeat, the class falls back ideologically. This is 
because for the class, its consciousness is a 
collective one, and only in struggle does it exper- 
ience itself collectively. When it is atomised and 
individualised in defeat, its consciousness reverts 
to that of bourgeois individualism; the reservoir 
runs dry. 


Conceptions like Luxemburg's revert to the materialism 
of Feuerbach, which sees consciousness as a direct 
result of experience. The theoretical basis for her 
"tailism' is shown clearly in many statements, most 
especially where she says, 


"The unconscious comes before the conscious. The 
logic of the historical process comes before the 
subjective logic of the human beings whe partic- 
ipate in the historical process."((rganisational 
Question of Russian Social Democracy; 
But for the party this cannot be so. It mct be in 
advance of the logic of events, learn the lessons of 
the workers experience, ard preserve them in its 
Programme and organisation, to restore them to the class 
in periods of heightened struggle. The increasing 
clarity and richness of the programme is the way 
class consciousness advances outside of periods of 
Mass struggle, and the proletariat making this 
programme its own, is the way it advances during 
mass struggle. 


Spontaneous views of consciousness always lead to seeing 
the working class as a metaphysical entity, and this is 
strikingly true of Luxemburg. Nowhere within her works 
does the idea of divisions within the class, the exis- 
tence of advanced or backward layers, or contradictions 
appear; all dissolves into an orgy of spontaneity. 
Compare this with Lenin, who saw that even in the mass 
strikes embracing the entire proletariat, it was still 
necessary to gain the support of the most conscious 
workers for the party, who'd then win over the 
established militants, who could then bring the whole 
class into struggle. In his article "Strikes in Russia" 
Lenin drew upon Tsarist statistics on 1905-6 to support 
his view. These data demonstrated that it was the best 
organised workers, in the largest industrial plants, and 


especially the metal workers who had hit at the autocracy 


first. They had drawn the mass of average and backward 


Luxemburg’s Heirs 


Although views such as those just discussed were not 
specifically the fruit of the Marxist tradition in 
Germany ( witness the growth of an even more bast- 
ardised revolutionary spontaneism in Italy,associated 
with Gramsci), it was Germany where its roots proved 
strongest, and where it lasted longest, as a reaction 
to the opportunism and passivity (though a wrong react- 
ion) of Social Democracy. In the writings of Gorter 

and Pannekoek, and the political positions of the K.A.PD. 
(Communist Workers' Party) , we find repeated all the 
errors of Luxemburg, and the origins of all later 
increasingly deformed views of the party, stemming from 
an empiricist view of class consciousness, and the 

view that this will develop via. the direct experience 
of the masses, if only they struggle according to certain 
prescribed forms of struggle and organisation. Even- 
tually the logic of history worked itself out, and these 
currents liquidated the party in practice as they had 
previously done in theory.(See here R.P.18 "The KAPD 

and the Party"). 


Pannekoek had sided with Luxemburg against Kautsky in 
the debate in the German Social Democratic Party at 
the beginning of the century, on the question of the 
mass strike. While in this polemic he had made valuable 
criticisms of Kautsky's tendencies towards passivity, 
he echoed almost word for word Luxemburg's erroneous 
views on the quasi-spontaneous nature of class consc- 
iousness. Following on the World War, he argued, as the 
inspiration of the left in the newly formed K.P.D., 


“The material development of the economy generates 
consciousness..without being commmnists by convic- 
tion, the masses are more and more following the 
path which communism shows them, for practical 
necessity is driving them in that direction." 
("World Revolutionand Communist Tactics", in 

Pannekoek and Gorter's Marxism, p93,95) 


Pannekoek, unlike some of his more stupid successors, was 
quite aware that the working class was dominated by 
bourgeois ideology. In fact he made this domination the 
main reason, rather than the dilatoriness of the comm- 
unist vanguard, for the defeat of the German Revolution, 


",.because the proletarian masses were still com- 
pletely governed by a bourgeois mentality, they 
restored the hegemony of the bourgeoisie with 
their own hands after it had collapsed..... 
the English workers are stuffed so full of pre- 
judices that it is harder to propagate commnism 
among them. These prejudices are only the super- 
ficial aspect of the bourgeois ideology which 
saturates the majority of the proletariat of 
England, Western Europe and America." (Op.Cit. ,pl03- 


But when Pannekoek comes to talk about how this situation 
can be remedied, it is in terms of the workers "liberating 
their spirit" and developing their own consciousness, 
“through their experience of struggle". That is, provided, 
NOT that comminists are inside the struggle and capable 
of leading it, but provided the workers adopt certain 
forms of struggle, struggle autonomously, and in the 
process, through experienne in an empirical and aut- 
omatic way, they*ll overcome bourgeois ideology. The 
task of communists is reduced to encouraging the class 

to struggle in such a way as the desired effect will be 
obtained. 


We cannot do a general critique of Pannekoek's views 
here, nor of those of the K.A.P.D. on the party, but it 


workers into struggle. They had struggled first and longesi is important to point out that the tactical recipes 


for political objectives, and had been on strike longer 


and oftener than the rest of the proletariat. To win them 


was the task of the commmnist minority. 


Lenin's analysis gives us a political objective, and a 
strategy to achieve it, whilst that of Luxemburg 
restricts us to the worship of spontaneity from the 
sidelines. We owe it to the political memory of 
Luxemburg to eradicate her errors on this point from 
the communist movement. 


of the German left were based upon this view of the 

class consciousness as a product of forms of struggle; 
parliament and the trades unions were rejected precisely 
because such forms of struggle divided the workers into 
"leaders and led", and did nothing to "liberate the 
spirit" of the proletariat. Other forms of struggle, where 
such divisions could be overcome were necessary. AS 
Gorter put it, 


"The proletariat, the great majority of it, must 
became good communists, militants clear as to 
their objectives.And this great majority must 


have an organisation that enables it to achieve 
victory. How are we to attain this goal? By what 
means? What organisations will serve this purp- 
ose? ("The Organisation of the Proletariat's 
Class Struggle", in Op.Cit. pl5+). 


For Gorter and the K.A.P.D., the answer was the factory 
organisations and autonomous mass strikes, which in them 
selves would lead the workers to communist understanding. 


The idealism of such a view is clear when Gorter writes, 


"In the factories, therefore, every proletarian and 
hence the entire proletariat can become lucid 
commnists, complete revolutionaries. And this 
they cannot do in the trades union. Yet this is 
what is needed." ( p.157). 


In the "Open Letter" to Lenin, Gorter argues that due 

to their greater numbers, the importance of the masses is 
greater in western Europe than it was in Russia, and that 
"In proportion as the importance of the masses increases, 
that of the leaders diminishes"(p.20). All this is quite 


‘logical, given the basic postulates on class consciousness 


held by the K.A.P.D., and inherited from Luxemburg. The 
task of the party is to speed up a process, that will 
take place anyway, once the right "forms" for struggle 
have been devised, rather than to introduce a qual- 
itatively new element into the class struggle. This is 
not "practice and the comprehension of that practice", 
but empiricism. The views of the K.A.P.D. on class 
consciousness determined its views on organisation, and 
these eventually led to the suicide of the party. 
Already in their Programme of 1920, they had analysed 
the defeat of the revolution in terms of the workers" 
low class consciousness, devised a strategy for struggle 
that would solve this, and also be a guarantee that the 
proletarian dictatorship would be that of Luxemburg's 
metaphysical unified proletariat, 


"The subjective element is playing a decisive 

role in the German Revolution. The central prob- 
lem of the German revolution is the development of 
the self-awareness of the German proletariat... 
That is why it is necessary that the struggle be 
carried on on the basis of the factory. It is here 
that the worker is side by side with his other 
class comrades...It is here that the ideological 
struggle, the revolutionising of consciousness is 
carried out in permanent tumult, man to man, mass 
to mass.. What mst be guaranteed is that victory, 
the taking of political power by the proletariat, 
leads to the dictatorship of the whole class and 
not to the dictatorship of the various party 
chiefs. The factory organisation is the guarantee 
of this."(Quoted from R.P.4 p49-50, 51-2.) 


Here in embryo we have all the later existential angst 
about guarantees against substitutionism, about certain 
forms of struggle which will magically solve the problem 
of consciousness without the leading role of the party, 
and so on. Ultimately the legatees of the K.A.P.D. dec- 
ided that the course of history would produce class 
consciousness in the workers automatically, and that the 
party was such a dangerous instrument, that it would be 
better for it not to exist.This tragically weakened the 
possible forces available for a rebirth of communist 
politics. 


From Tragedy to Farce 


Although it is not true that "There is nothing new under 
the sun", there is a certain lack of variety. And the 
tragically mistaken views on class consciousness and 
hence on revolutionary organisation which bedevilled the 
movement in Germany after W.W.I., have re-emerged in the 
positions of the International Communist Current GsGc:). 
Their pamphlet, Commmist Organisations and Class Cons- 
iousness, is exactly an example of the thinking of those 
castigated by Lenin as "prepared to regard shortcomings as 
virtues (and) even try to invent a theoretical basis for 
their slavish cringing before spontaneity." (What _is to 
be_Done?p.34+). This pamphlet is a rag-bag of quotes from 
bourgeois writers, as well as the reproduced errors of 
Luxemburg and Pannekoek, spiced with quotes from Marx 
that are misused, and others from Lenin and Trotsky which 


demonstrate the opposite of what is intended, but the 
overall flavour of the pot-pourri is spontaneism in theory 
and abstentionism in practice. 


The I.C.C. cannot get the correct answers, because it 
starts off by asking the wrong questions, or rather, by 
phrasing the questions wrongly. On the first page of the 
text they ask, 


"_How can a political offensive develop out of the 
day to day struggles of the class? 

-How can the understanding develop within the class 
of the necessity to go beyond economic demands 
and to overthrow society? 

-How can the working class struggle against bour- 
geois ideology?". 


Put like this, the questions are incapable of answer. A 
political struggle ( or at least a struggle for socialism), 
does not, and cannot emerge out of the day to day fight 
of the class, neither can the class develop an under- 
standing of the need for socialism simply through its 
economic struggles, nor can it successfully overoome 
bourgeois ideology within the confines of the daily class 
struggle. But even this early, the I.C.C. reveal their 
hand by stating that "revolutionaries are given (given? 
By whom) the task of accelerating the revolutionary pro- 
cess."(p.2). Here in a nutshell is their answer to the 
problem;the class struggle contains its own dialectic 
towards consciousness, which revolutionaries simply ; 
"accelerate"-you cannot accelerate something which isnt 
already there. Leaving aside the question for the moment 
of by how much we are "given" the role of the accelerator, 
and of whether this is an ESSENTIAL role, let us look 

at the I.C.C"s evidence on class consciousness. This is 
frankly teleological and totally inverts historical 
materialism, 


“Because(this is simply asserted, but let's leave 
it for the moment) the communist revolution can 
only be a movement that is conscious of itself, 
the characteristics of the new social relations 
established by commmism themselves determine the 
way in which the class consciousness and the mode 


of organisation of the proletariat develop."(D. 5) 
(emphasis in original 


We rub our eyes;can we be dreaming? Is a "marxist" group 
really saying that the social relations of a mode of pro- 
duction which doesnt yet exist, can actually dictate 
political consciousness and forms of organisation in a 
previous, bourgeois mode of production? This may be 
dialectics, but idealist Hegelian dialectics, not 
Marxist ones. No, it is truer to say that the class 
conditions and limitations of bourgeois society cond- 
ition the character of the revolutionary struggle, 

which cannot "leap over its shadow". 


Since communism is conscious, the I.C.C. concludes that 
the communist revolution is conscious in exactly the 
same way ( rather than seeing the communist revolution 
as a process towards consciousness, involving ever- 
greater layers of the proletariat, and ever deeper 
understanding;once again metaphysics replaces 

analysis ). The third step in their syllogism, is that 
since the revolution is conscious, the working class 
must be conscious to carry it out. Ignoring the method 
of treatment here ( from communism backwards) which 
inverts Marxism, the question simply becomes a f 
categorical imperative. The proletariat must become 
conscious to create commmnism, and it is possible for 
it to create communism, because it must! Perchance we 
jest? Read on, 


"The revolution of the world proletariat, be- 
sides being a collective and violent process is 
above all dependent on the development of class 
consciousness.. The proletariat must thus under- 
stand reality without prejuduce..The siezure of 
power by the proletariat demands that the class 
is fully conscious of its historical mission. (pl3-5) 
The first element which makes class conscious- 
ness possible is the revolutionary nature of the 
proletariat. The proletariat, like other revol- 
utionary classes in the past (is this Marxism, 
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was the bourgeoisie conscious- GWO) is obliged to 
organise itself consciously if it is to over- 
throw the old economic and political order" (p36). 


So the working class will become conscious because it has 
to, it must and it is obliged to, and there you are. But 
after all these flights into Hegelian teleology and 
Kantian categorical imperatives, the I.C.C. comes to 
ground on its favourite spot;Feuerbachian empiricisn. 

By adopting certain "Forms" of struggle, the workers, 
with a little help from their communist vanguard, will 
undergo experiences which will develop its consciousness, 


"The proletariat must therefore create weapons of 
struggle and of social transformation which are 
themselves appropriate to the nature of communist 
society. The mode of organisation of the prolet- 
ariat organised as a revolutionary class, must 
correspond to ..the new form of society to be 
initiated by the proletariat."(p.13) 


Such a practise will guarantee the development of 

class consciousness. The Workers Councils will unify 

and educate the proletariat since "only a unified and 
conscious proletariat can transform society"(p.76). 

But the proletariat, even in revolution, is never a fully 
unified or conscious class, and it can only become 

so in the course, and indeed towards the end of the 
revolutionary process. But the ever-more councillist 
evolution of the I.C.C. is clearly marked by claims 


like the following, 


"To arrive at commmnism, at the consciousness 
of the necessity to organise itself in 
councils, the proletariat mst travel a 
difficult road..."(p.42) 


further, where they quote the K.A.P.D. approvingly, 


"It's even possible to say that it is the Councils 
which allow the class to surmount, both theoret- 
ically and meectically; capitalist exploitation 
and its ideology."(p.41) 


of course its possible to say anything, but what 
is whether it is true. And it is palpably 

for Marxists to argue that the grasping of the 
Secessity for communism is the same as seeing the need 
for workers' councils, or to say that the formation of 
councils allows the working class to surmount 
Bourgeois ideology. 


Doubtless the I.C.C. will point to other sections of 
their text where they say other things; we are not in 
business to regard eclecticism as a virtue or to make 
academic exegeses of our opponents confusions. What our 
task is, is to determine the dynamic of the I.C.C's 
positions on class consciousness and the party; and 
that dynamic is clearly the same as underwent the 
K.A.P.D. Because they have an idealistic view of 
class consciousness, the I.C.C. are incap- 

able of understanding the role of the party, or of 
elaborating a strategy for implantation into the 
class, reducing their role to a vehicle of prop- 
aganda. Their present introverted scholastic existence 
is but the belated logical corollary of their views. 
So too is their obsession with bourgeois plots and 
machiavellianism, as they are driven to discover ever- 
more desperate ad-hoc reasons for why, in contra- 
diction to what we should expect if their views were 
correct, the proletariat has not undertaken the 
revolutionary road. The bourgeoisie, apparently, is 
just slightly more class conscious than the proletar- 
iat, and constantly nudges it off course. We are 
reminded of Quine's law, which asserts that there is 
no theory so absurd and erroneous, that cannot be 
defended indefinitely by miltiplication of ad-hoc 
hypotheses. Until it abandons a theory collapsing 
under the weight of its own defences, the I.C.C. 

will be prevented from being an active factor in the 
pbuilding of the future communist party. 


THE RESTORATION OF THE MARXIST POSITION ON 
CONSCIOUSNESS. 


The ideas of Marx, and later Lenin, on class and class 
consciousness, found support and continuation in the 


tradition of the Italian Left Communists around Bordiga, 
firstly at the time of the constitution of the Italian 
Communist Party, and then in opposition to it. ( See 
R.P.19, "The Italian Left and the Permanent Need for 
the Party".) Bordiga argued against the Ordinovisti 

led by Gramsci, that the economic struggle of the class, 
even if it was for control of the means of production, wa 
quite compatible with the bourgeois order, and did not 
generate its own independent socialist consciousness. 
Further Bordiga re-stated the Marxist axiom, that the 
dominant ideas are those of the ruling class, and that 
under conditions of capitalist exploitation, a majority 
of the proletariat can not become conscious communists. 
Only by forming a political party, of necessity grouping 
a minority of the class, could the proletariat begin to 
assert its ideological independence of the ruling-class, 
The party, by distilling and restoring to the class its 
own historical experience, and the lessons thereof, could 
bring about the transformation of the primitive class 
instincts of the vanguard of the working class into 
class consciousness. And in the revolutionary process, 
led by the party, ever greater layers of the proletariat 
would in a practical movement, raise their consciousness 
to that of its avant-guard. The results of the great 
class battles of the Italian workers of 1918-20 confirmed 
this analysis. The massive spontaneous struggles of the 
class failed to challenge the state, failed to generate 
socialist consciousness, and instead, trapped in the 
ideology of self management, were led to defeat. 

Bordiga criticised the idea of consciousness emerging 
from "forms" of economic struggle, 


"A totally wrong interpretation of Marxist deter- 
minism and a limited conception of the part 
played by consciousness and will in the form- 
ation, under the original influence of economic 
factors, of the. revolutionary forces, lead a 
great many people to look for a mechanical system 
of organisation which by itself would be enough 
to make the masses move towards revolution with 
the maximum revolutionary efficiency." 
(Party and Class. 1921) 
The class struggle does not produce communist under~ 
standing automatically in the whole classsit does not ev- 
en produce it automatically in any single proletarian. 
Even those proletarians, such as Weitling and Dietzgen, 
who contributed to socialist thinking, did so by 
scientific study, and the restoration of this to the 
class by political action. The,conditions of proletarian 
existence enable only a minority to be receptive to such 
doctrines under capitalist exploitation. But this enables 
the formation of the party, and the transformation of 
the workers experience into consciousness and will, 


"The class originates from an immediate homog- 
eneity of economic interests which appear as 
the primary motive force of the tendency 
to destroy and go beyond the present mode of 
production. But in order to assume this task, 
the class must have its own thought, its own 
critical method, its own will bent on precise 
ends by research and criticism, and its own 
organisation of struggle chanelling and util- 
ising with the utmost efficiency its ccll- 
ective efforts and sacrifices. All this 
constitutes the Party." 


(Party and Class. ) 


It would be wrong however, to deny that there were any 
malformations in the Italian Left's view of class 
consciousness, and in the years of counter-revolution, 
their errors hardened into political positions which 
were a step backwards. Bordiga was quite right to 
insist that one cannot speak of ccmmunist conscious— 
ness in the proletariat, or of the independence of the 
class until, : 


"we can recognise a social tendency, or a movement 
oriented towards a given end, then we can recog- 
nise the existence of a class in the true sense 
of the word. But then the party exists in a 
material if not yet in a formal way." (Op.Cit.). 


But it is quite wrong to move from this point, and to 


assert that if the class party does not exist, then the 
class itself does not exist, "One cannot even speak of 
a class unless a minority of this class tending to 
organise itself into a political party has come into 
existence! From this it is but a logical short step to 
seeing the class in itself, struggling economically 
at the level of class identity, as being simply a class 
for capital, and its experience as worthless. In the 
conception of Bordiga's heirs, the International 
Communist Party (I.C.P.), the programme becomes a set 
of commandments, divorced from class experience, or 

at best merely confirmee by it, rather than, as in the 
living Marxist conception, being enriched by it. 


"Marxist theory is one invariant bloc from its 
origins to its final victory. The only thing it 
expects from history is to find itself more and 
more strictly applied, and consequently, more 
and more deeply engraved with its invariant 


features. (Communist Programme 2 p7) 
This ignores not only the theoretical advances and changes” 
Marx made in his views in the course of his researches, 
but also the contribution of the class" action towards 
the enriching of the communist programme. Marx's position 
on the state, from that of taking it over, to that of 
smashing it, came from the experience of the Paris 
Commune of 1871. It is quite true to say that, though 
it was the Parisian workers who “stormed heaven" in 
that year, it was Marx on the basis of the experience 
of the Commune, who developed the theory of the prol- 
etarian dictatorship, and not the Paris workers either 
individually or collectively. Nevertheless, it was the 
concrete class experience which furnished the basis 
for the development of Marxist theory, - in this case as 
in others. 


However, the misformilations in Bordiga's positions, 
which later flourished as caricatures in the I.C.P., 
have not remained unchallenged in the tradition of the 
Italian left. The recognition that it is necessary for 
the working class to struggle and raise its conscious- 
ness to a certain level, before the class party can then 
develop this into class consciousness, has always been 
defended by our comrades of the Internationalist 
Communist Party (P.C.Int.). Against the "Bordigists” 
they argued in their Political Platform of 1952, 

“There is no possibility of working class 
emancipation, nor of the construction of a new social 
order, if this does noW emerge from the class 
struggle...At no time and for no reason does the 
proletariat abandon its combative role. It does not 
delegate to others its historical mission, and it 
does not give power away ty proxy, not even to its 
political party." (p.5-6). 
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But it is easy to criticise the errors of Bordigism. It is 
more difficult to go on from this and elaborate a coher- 
ent Marxist position on class consciousness. Since we 
feel our comrades have done so, we can do no better 

than allow them to speak for themselves, 


"Once again we return to the essential point of 
communist doctrine..according to which there is 
a great difference between "class instinct" and 
"class consciousness". The first is born and 
develops within the workers struggles as a 
patrimony of the workers themselves; it comes 
from the antagonism of material interests and 
is nourished by the growing economic, social 
and political conditions brought about by this 
antagonism..The second consciousness is born 
out of the scientific examination of class 
contradictions, it grows with the growth of 
knowledge of these contradictions; it lives and 
is nourished by the examination and elaboration 
of facts coming from the historic experiences 
of the class... 

Are the ruling ideas the ruling ideas of the 
ruling class or not? Is it true that those who 
possess the material means of production also 
possess the intellectual means of production and 
that on the other hand the proletariat is an 
exploited and thus ideologically dominated class? 
If it is true, then its also true that "it was in 
the minds of individual members of this stratum 
that modern socialism originated; it was they who 
commmnicated it to the more intellectually devel- 
oped proletarians, who in their turn, introduced 
it into the class struggle where conditions allowed 
that to be done" (Kautsky and Lenin again).. 

Here resides the false problem: does socialist 
consciousness come from the class or from those 
who "know how to examine the laws of history"? 
It's a false problem, because its not posed in a 
dialectical manner, i.e., in a way that really 
makes it possible to grasp social and historical 
reality. Its solution in fact, resides outside the 
terms of the alternative and encompasses both. 
Socialist consciousness is scientific reflection 
on the experiences of the class and on the 
problems it poses, developed by those who have 
the means to undertake this reflection, and who 
identify themselves politically with the class." 
(Prometeo, Ist. Semester 1978) 


It was disagreements over the question of class 
consciousness and the party which led to the split 

in the International Conferences initially called 

by the P.C.Int. in 1977. The struggle against spontaneist 
notions, represented chiefly by the I.C.C., occupied 
much of the work in the Conferences, and were preventing 
their moving forward. The P.C.Int., seconded by the 
C.W.0. deemed that a minimum condition on the : 
party was necessary if the Conferences were to go 
forward to be a focal point for the creation of a centre 
that would prefigure the party. Thus we proposed the 
criteria, based on a Marxist view of consciousness, that 
"The international party is the indispensable organ 
which politically guides the revolutionary class move- 
ment and the proletarian power itself." The I.C.C. had 
‘been able to prevaricate indefinitely on what exactly 
its view of the party was, but when confronted with 
this criteria, rejected it, and thus demonstrated in 
practise their inability to rise to the task of the 
formation of a new party. We make no apology for again 
quoting at length from the P.C.Int., who had attacked 
the confused notions of the I.C.C. as early as the first 
Conference in Milan in 1977, 


"To make it easier, let's begin at the beginning. 
You say that class consciousness is born and , 
develops inside the class. The rele of the party 
is to accelerate this process of revolutionary 
maturation. If this were true, we could all go 
home; there would be no absolute necessity for 
the party. In other words, if you reduce the role 
of the party to accelerating a process which 
reality sets in motion, which the struggle itself 
engenders, we could also think that this process 


will reach its conclusion without any catalyst. 
This is the contradiction you fall into when, . 
while talking about the dialectic, you end up 
with a mechanistic view of history. You say 
that for Leninists the class is identified with 
the party, that it only exists when the party 
exists. This isnt true. This is Bordigism if 

you like, but it's not Leninism. For us the class 
exists permanently as a sociological entity, det- 
ermined by its class position in the relations of 
production. There is no identity between the ~ 
class as a sociological entity, and its class ° 
consciousness. In other words, we have a workers 
movement that can go in two directions; one revol- 
utionary, the other towards counter-revolution. 
The problem is to know -how the working class 
goes in the revolutionary direction. When it has 
the revolutionary programme. Where is this revol- 
utionary programme found? Inside the class; but 
it is crystallised in the party. The class thus 
goes in a revolutionary direction when there is 
a revolutionary leadership, when it stands behind 
its party. 

You say that for the Leninists its not the class 
which makes the revolution. That may be true of 
the Bordigists, for us the revolution is a pro- 
duct of the class itself, even when it has a 


revolutionary programme presented by the party. 
In this sense we say that the party is the 
incarnation of class consCiousness, it is the 
organisation in which class consciousness lives. 
You attribute to us and Leninism the idea that 
the class and the party can be identified. No, it 
is class consciausness and the class party which 
can be identified. 


We repeat that the working class, because of the 
material conditions under which it lives within 
capitalist society, cannot sustitute itself for 
the party and take up its tasks...Consciousness 

is brought from outside the class, as a synthesis 
which unfolds in the class; but the class itself 
cannot make that synthesis." 


Proceedings of the 
International Conference p61-3, 67. 


EEYOND ECLECTICISM. 


There are always those who will argue against 
"extremes", that the world is neither flat nor round, 
but somewhere in between, for eclecticism. The CWO has 
broken with eclecticism in its methodology, and 
applied this to its views on the party, and the issue 
of political origins. Our formations on class 
consciousness have not been free of this fault. At one 
point our Platform gives the impression that we feel 
that a minority of workers can become conscious through 
the experience of the daily struggle, and that the mass 
of the proletariat will become conscious communists 
before the destruction of bourgeois power. However, the 
real direction of our analysis is clearly expressed 
later in this publication, 


"History has proven the validity of a basic axiom 
of Marxism, that a generalised communist 
consciousness cannot emerge from the day to day 
class struggle. The creation of the world comm- 
unist party, though not in itself a guarantee 

of success, is a necessary condition for the 
generalisation and deepening of class 
consciousness, without which the revolution is 
impossible..the party's role is to assimilate the 
lessons of working class history and to return 
these lessons to the class as a whole, by giving 
both a political and practical lead to the class 
struggle." (Platform of the C.W.0. p.26) 


The role of the commnist party is to forge the class 
consciousness of the proletariat, or "the sense, become 
conscious, of the historical role of the class"(Lukacs). 
Having carried out this task, it mst then struggle to 
find the means to restore Marxist doctrine to the living 
movement of the workers, which is the indispensable 
precondition for their reception, and making their own,of 
this doctrine. To fail to recognise these tasks means 
inevitably to fail to carry them out, and hence to be 

an obstacle, or at best an irrelevance, to the emancip- 
ation of our class. 


' ali 3 > eee ae) 
CORRESPONDENCE: 


Decadence and Materialism 


Preface. 


Some months ago, the C.W.0. received a critique of our 
Platform from a contact in London. Many of the issues 
Yaised here were ones we frequently meet with in our 
political work, and we felt it would be useful to bring 
our response to the attention of our readers. We have 
edited the letter and the reply to concentrate on the 
central issues, and omitted other, less substantial 
ones. Hopefully those who have reservations similar to 
our correspondents, will find that the reply clarifies 
the issues involved. 


Critique of the C.W.O. Platform 


I object to describing history in terms of progression or 
decadence for a number of reasons. Firstly, I do not 
believe that capitalism was ever progressive for the 
class. It was progressive for the bourgeoisie, it was 
they who benefitted from it. In many cases the industrial 
revolution meant a worsening of conditions for the expl- 
oited; enclosures, expropriation of the peasantry, forced 
migration to the towns and the factories, appalling 
living conditions in the cities with only starvation in 
the countryside as an alternative, etc. 

In your Platform you speak of 19th century capitalism 
as being "the most advanced form of civilisation poss- 
ible, given the level of development of the productive 


forces". But what does this talk of "civilisation" 
mean? Whose civilisation? From whose point of view? From 
the point of view of the child labourers? From the point 
of view of the slaves? From the point of view of gener- 
ations of industrial workers used up before the age of 
30? Or from the point of view of the industrial capit- 
alists, the landowners,the ruling class. In my opinion 
your "progressive" theory is the abandonment of any 
class position in speaking of the past. 


On page 4 of your Platform you sum up your "progressive" 
theory this way: "..the dynamic of capitalism's own 
development led to a world with the most advanced tech- 
nology known in history and an international revolution 
ary classthe proletariat. In other words, it had created 
the material basis for communism, and in doing so, capi- 
talism had completed its historic task." This I regard 
as a classic piece of vulgar materialism. If history is 
as simple as this, why was the revolution defeated? If 
the revolutionary class existed, or exists intact’, why 
has the revolution not yet succeeded?.... 


I accept that in the 19th century because capitalism 
Was an expanding system and relatively crisis-free’ 
that reforms were attainable. But first this reformist 
movement was developed on the basis of the defeat of 
potentially revolutionary movements in the period up 
to 1848 in Europe. But my main objection is that you 


present this in such a mechanical materialist way that 
your position could be interpreted as meaning that, 
for instance, you would have opposed the Paris Commune 
in 1871, because world revolution was impossible. 


Similarly, the logic of your argument would have led 
you into total support for trades unionism in the 

19th century, because reforms were attainable. 

Neither of these positions would have placed you in the 
Marxist camp,but then Marx's materialism was dialect- 
ical and historical, whereas yours is mechanical. 


Just as the "progressive" theory has political implicat- 
ions of the kind which would have simply opposed rev- 
olutionary movements in the 19th century, the decadence 
theory has political implications of the kind to 

quite simply oppose all movements which fall short of 
revolution. There is no dialectic in this. There is no 
recognition of the manner in wh ch the revolutionary 
potential of the class struggle ; ets short-circuited, 
defused and deflected into refor ism. This is how you 
end up describing Solidarnosce as; "bourgeois". It 

means that you take up a position where you have nothing 


to learn from all the reformist struggles since 1917. It 
is one thing to recognise that all these movements have 
been defeated or recuperated, or in some cases become 
actively counter-revolutionary. But it is another thing 
to move from this to the implication that all such 
struggles are, or have been, reactionary. 


In actual fact, in your newspaper, you do not simply 
take up the position of opposing reformist struggles. 
If you were to take the political implications of 
decadence in its crudest form you would simply oppose 
all strikes because there is no way in this epoch that 
strikes can win lasting improvements. But instead you 
frequently call for the spreading of strikes outside 
of union control, presumably on the grounds that such a 
spreading of strikes can lead to pre-revolutionary 
situations. But this is actually inconsistent 

with your vulgar materialist decadence theory. 

You don't dismiss all strikes, even though the unions 
attempt to control and deflect these. But you do 
dismiss many other sorts of movement which are limited 
and reformist, just as strikes are, but which nonethe- 
less raise questions of importance to a revolutionary 
movement. For example, questions about the division of 
labour between men and women, or about racism, are such 
issues. I think that in general you pay very little 
attention to social questions, and are too much fix- 
ated on political questions. 


I feel that revolutionaries should take clear positions 

on such questions. You say "These areas of oppression 

are deeply rooted in capitalist society, and cannot be 
fought outside of a general attack on the system from 
which they stem," (2latforn, p9) . But what if these 
areas of oppression are themselves obstacles to a 

general attack on the system? If you simply opposed all 
strikes etc., this would at least be consistent with 

your opposition to all other reformist movements, since 
strikes are attempts to win reforms, improve conditions,etc. 
But there is something to be learned from strikes, isn't 
there? There is something to be learned from riois also. 
why then do you imply that there is nothing to be learned 
from housing struggles, claimants struggles, or struggles 
against racism or sexism? As far as I can see, these move- 
ments are neither more nor less sectional, limited, 

or reformist than the average strike. 


is the underlying philosophy of your 
"To try to alter our lives, while the 
material basis of society remains unchanged, is utopian. 
This is idealism, and in practise leads back to the 
dead ends of libertarianism" As far as I can see, it 

is not idealism which is the problem;that is thorough- 
ly dead. The most powerful enemy today is non-dialect- 
ical materialism. I can only refer you to Marx's Theses 
on Feuerbach, 


Crude materialism 
Platform. You say 


"The materialist doctrine concerning the 
changing of circumstances and upbringing 
forgets that circumstances are changed by 
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men, and that it is essential to educate 
the educator himself... 

The co=incidence of the changing of circun- 
stances and of human activity, or self- 
changing, can be conceived and rationally 
understood only as revolutionary practice. 


Your view is the crudest materialism, and implies no 
room for manoeuvre at all. I support attempts to 

break down the division of labour between men and women 
now; I believe this is a precondition of revolutionary 
change, I am not talking about changing ideas, but 
about a practical change. 


But what I find ironic about all this is, what is the 
C.W.0. doing through its publications, but trying to 
change ideas? Any attempt, such as yours, to change the 
course of history, mst deal in ideas, and you do so 
all the time.... If you hide behind some kind of 
"objectivism" you can easily go the way of the 
Stalinists. 


P. London. 


C.W.O. Reply 


Dear Comrade, 

Thank you for your letter which we were 
pleased to receive. The points you raised can be 
divided into three related issues, which for convenience 
we will deal with separately. These are decadence, 
historical materialism and class consciousness, and 
reformisa. 


Decadence 

The organisation of society is derived from the method 
of production within that society. Before the political 
superstructure of society can be changed material 
changes in the economic basis of society must be accomp- 
lished. In the case of the bourgeois revolution the 
growth of capitalist production within the feudal towns 
had to reach the point at which the majority of commod- 
ity production was capitalist before the feudal regimes 
could be overthrown. Marxism, unlike anarchism, has 
always recognised that before communism can be estab- 
iished capitalism must itself destroy feudal systems of 
production and create both an international proletariat 
and advanced means of production. In doing this 
capitalism is creating both the basis for communism and 
the class able to bring it into being. (1). It is in 
this sense that Marxists recognise capitalism as prog- 
ressive. It is progressive in that it creates the basis 
for society which is not class divided, i.e. communism. 


Marx in the Preface to the Critique of Political Economy 
io) 


describes bourgeois production as progressive: 


",.the modern bourgeois modes of production can be 
indicated as progressive epochs in the economic 
system of society. Bourgeois productive relation- 
ships are the last antagonistic form of the social - 
life of individuals; but the productive forces 
developing within the womb of bourgeois society at 
the same time create the material conditions for 
the solution of this antagonism. With this social 
system, therefore, the prehistory of society comes 
to a close...." 


Marx and Engels' attitudes to contemporary events indic- 
ates the same hard-headed materialist approach which 
contained no concessions to moralism. For instance, 
they supported the French colonisation of Algeria and 
the British supression of the Indian mutiny; all this 
because capitalism, including colonialism, was in . 
general playing a progressive role in the 19th century. 
The suffering and misery it inflicted on the working 
class is not the issue. To look at this misery outside 
of the historical context in which it took place and 
conclude that capitalism was not progressive is to 
abandon the materialist perspective for a moral one. 


We therefore maintain, as did Marx, that capitalism has 
been a historically progressive mode of production. 


However, the destruction of feudalism and the creation 
of a world economy do not need to be totally complete 
for the establishment of commmism. We say that from 
approximately the time of the First World War 


communism could have been built on the basis prepared 
by capitalism. (It could not, as you say, have been 
built at the beginnings of capitalism; a material basis 
must exist, and to deny this is idealism.) From the 
First World War the capitalist system, because of the 
development of its internal contradictions, was unable 
to develop the productive forces without tremendous 
overheads; namely, the devaluation of capital by world 
wars. We do not deny the system is still developing 
parts of the globe, Proletarianising peasantry etc. We 
are simply saying that the costs outweigh the benefits, 
and communism, a system which obviously is able to de- 
velop the productive forces much faster and without the 
tremendous price of blood and destruction, is an ob- 
jective possibility. We call the pre-1914 phase 
ascendant capitalism and the post-1914 phase decadent. 


You appear to think all this is vulgar materialism. We 
assume that you mean mechanical materialism since vulgar 
materialists, as far as we are aware, simply attempted 
to relate society to such sciences as biology by means 
of analogies and never rose to any political notions 
beyond social Darwinism. Mechanical materialism assumes 
a direct and mechanical link between material conditions 
and political effects. The former determine the latter; 
e.g. a certain level of development produces bourgeois 
democracy mechanically and a further development produces 
commmism etc. Even the most cursory reading of our 
Platform. shows that we are not mechanical material- 
ists. We recognise quite clearly that for the revolut- 
ion to be successful both objective pre-conditions and 
subjective consciousness are required. It is for this 
reason that we spend pages speaking of the role of the 
party as the subjective factor in the Process of revol- 
ution, and pages explaining why, because of the lack of 
consciousness of the world proletariat, the Russian 
Revolution was defeated. We regard ourselves as dialect- 


ical materialists and will illustrate this firstly by 
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_ to falling rates of profit. 
“in various ways which lead to imperialist interests, wars 


our views on history and secondly by our views of 
consciousness. 


1. History : 

We regard history as a complex of processes in which 
opposites are struggling against each other. The dynamic 
of history is located in these struggles and their 
Progress is the progress of history. For example, the 
development of capitalism gives rise to the proletariat 
and the struggle of this class against the bourgeoisie. 
This struggle is unavoidable if capitalism is to survive 
and its development is the motor force behind history. 
This struggle is in turn related to the development of 
capitalism's internal contradictions which are related 
These in turn can be offset 


and so forth. The development of the struggles en- 
gendered by these contradictions leads to a historical 
period in which capitalism can be considered to be 
Progressive and one in which its further development 
turns it into a barrier. We quote again from the 


Preface to the Critique of Political Economy. 


"At a certain stage of their development the material 
Productive forces of society come into contradiction 
with the existing productive relationships, or, what 


is but a legal expression for these, with the prop- 
erty relationships within which they have moved 
before. From forms of development of the prod= 
uctive forces these relationships are transferred 
into their fetters. ‘Then an epoch of social 
revolution opens." 


This is a dialectical understanding of the process of 
development, not a mechanical one. The very idea of 
decadence,which we describe as a period in which the 
material pre-requisites for communism exist but the 
revolution has not been made (since the subjective 
consciousness is absent), is a notion which would be 
nonsense to a mechanical materialist since he sees 
causality as working directly from material conditions 
alone. Our view of progressive and decadent phases of 
capitalism, which is also Marx's view, influences whole 
sections of our politics. A case in point is the 
national question. Whereas in the progressive phase of 
capitalist development it was a correct tactic for the 
Proletariat to support the bourgeoisie in its battles 
with the remnants of feudalism (since the establishment 
of capitalism was laying the basis for communism), today, 
in decadence, this is not the case. Establishing local 
bourgeoisies in new states around the world does not do 
the things which it did in the 19th Century. It fails 
to centralise and unify the nation, to capitalise 
agriculture and put local capital on a firm foundation. 
These states remain vassals of imperialism just as if 
their formal independence did not exist, and such 
development as does occur, occurs as a result of the 
demands of imperialism. The attitude of revolutionaries 
to the national question has been reversed and this is 
because the context in which the question is posed is 
different from the 19th Century. We think you accept 
this but only at an empirical level since you reject 
the theory behind it and the conclusions which this 
leads to in other areas. You say, for example, that it 
would have led us to reject the revolutionary movements 
which did occur in the 19th Century such as the Paris 
Commune. With the knowledge we have today we would 
indeed have advised the Communards against an uprising 
against the Republic. And for good reason. ‘The pre- 
conditions for commmism did not exist and the commune 
was bound to remain isolated and defeated. We do not 
advise the working class to fight in circumstances which 
we know will lead to defeat and massacre. However, once 
the revolt broke out we would have supported it since 
revolutionaries clearly cannot remain on the sidelines 
once action has begun. In fact our attitude on this 
issue is identical to Marx's. In the 2nd Address to the 
First International on the Franco-Prussian War given 
before the uprising Marx had this to say: 


"The French working class moves therefore, under 
circumstances of extreme difficulty. Any attempt 
at upsetting the new government in the present 


crisis.... would be a desperate folly. The French 
workmen must perform their duties as citizens... 
they must not allow themselves to be deluded by the 
national souvenirs of 1792..." 


However, once the revolt broke out, Marx, as you know, 
supported it and gave what advice and help he could. 
Support for all genuine revolts on a purely emotional 
basis, no matter what material situations they spring 
from, is the position of Bakunin not Marx. 


2. Consciousness 
Marx in the German Ideology writes 


"Consciousness must be explained from the contra- 
dictions between social productive forces and 
productive relationships." 


Consciousness is a product of the material basis of our 
lives, it is NOT, however, a mechanical product of this 
but one conditioned by social and historical factors. 

It is only on the basis of this understanding that we 
are able to explain the various levels of consciousness 
which exist in society. Apart from bourgeois con= 
sciousness, which is the general consciousness in 
capitalist society, communist consciousness is also 
produced by capitalism. Just as capitalism produces the 
proletariat, class struggle and contradictions within 
itself, so it produces communist consciousness, but we 
repeat this is produced in a social and historical 
context. It is not mechanical. Nor are these ideas 
simply passive products,for the material conditions in 
which we live have been formed by men. There is a 
dynamic relationship between consciousness and material 
conditions. Communist ideas can have no influence on 
material conditions outside of the revolutionary period, 
though of course various reformist ideas can modify 
aspects of the system. When capitalism's contradictions 
reach breaking point, when the class struggle is being 
fought to the finish, the ideas of communists are able 
to become a real force. It is partly for this reason 
that we see the political party of the working class as 
a vital force in the revolutionary period since it is 
able to put forward clear communist ideas, goals and 
tactics springing from an historical consciousness. 
party is thus able to provide a pole about which the 
struggle for communism can coalesce. 


The 


Thus in the historical perspective consciousness and 

, material conditions act and react on each other. It must 
be remembered that communist society sets itself the aim 
of consciously determining mankind's social being. Marx 
in the Theses on Feuerbach, which you quote, asks the 
question, "who Ww educate the educator?" a question 
which mechanical materialists cannot satisfactorily 
answer and points out that these dilemmas find their 
solution in revolutionary practice. Thus we hold that 
while it is generally true that social being determines 
consciousness, at certain periods consciousness affects 
social being, and in the revolutionary period conscious- 
ness is able to set about re-creating social being. (2) 


We reject the charge of being mechanical materialists 
and are, in fact, surprised you should have thought this. 
We think it is bound up with your second criticism of us, 
namely our rejection of reformism which we will turn to 
next. 


Reformism 


Our work is directed towards forming the political party 
of the working class. This means attempting in various 
ways to raise the consciousness of workers who are 
breaking with bourgeois ideas, to communist conscious- 
ness. The reason we concentrate on strikes and unemploy- 
ment is that these are class actions arising from the 
heart of the system - the exploitation of wage labour. 
These struggles arise from the primary contradiction in 
capitalism, that between labour and capital and it is in 
them that we expect to find the germs of communist 
consciousness. In the heat of the class struggle 
bourgeois ideas become stretched to breaking point. As 
you know, our intervention consists of putting forward 


practical advice - in regard to the unions, generalisat- 
ion of the struggle, strike committees etc, coupled with 
more general propaganda about the crisis, capitalism, 
war and the need for revolution. We do not support 
strikes because we think lasting improvements can be won 
or because we think that they could lead to pre-revol- 
utionary situations today. We support them in order that 
workers can gain, firstly the ability to organise 
autonomously, and secondly, consciousness of their 
situation and the necessity for communism. Coupled to 
this we hope to strengthen the political organisation of 
the working class and so build the class party. These 
are the only real gains the working class can make today 
and the real gain in autonomy can only be the creation 
of the class party. 


We draw a clear line between strikes, which are class 
struggles, and the movements of reform from which you 
imagine we have so mich to learn. It is quite wrong to 
say, as you do, that all social questions are potentially 
revolutionary. Capitalism has proved on an empirical 
level that movements based on secondary aspects of 
capitalist oppression are not the slightest threat to 
capitalism. They are its healthy diet. Sexual and 
racial discrimination are now banned by bourgeois statue, 
and the squatting movement has made its peace with the 
bourgeois councils and now actually administers a sector 
of their housing for them. And there is a good reason 
why all this has occurred - these movements are inter- 
classist and don’t challenge the basis of capitalism at 
all. The limited reformist aims of these movements 
simply reinforce the body of bourgeois ideology. These 
aspects of capitalist oppression cannot be taken up on 
their own even when they are derived from the fundamental 
oppression in capitalist society. To challenge single 
aspects of capitalism on their own is simple reformism 
and mst lead either to an accommodation with capitalism 
or to a challenge of the whole system from a revolution 
ary standpoint. These aspects of capitalist oppression 
cannot be challenged outside of a general challenge on 
the capitalist system of production. Neither can these 
movements produce revolutionary consciousness for the 
simple reason that they are reformist and so produce 
bourgeois reformist consciousness - if anything. Mostly 
those involved are led to cynicism and demoralisation. 


We criticise the political basis of these movements - and 
point out the need for a total critique of capitalist 


society. We think your enthusiasm for what can be 


_ learned from these movements reveals that it is you who 


are undialectical as these movements are NOT in 
fundamental contradiction with capitalism. They are 
inter-classist and have nothing to do with the Marxist 
class view of society, namely that it is a CLASS in 
radical chains which will provide the force to overthrow 
capitalism. Why you should conclude that our opposition 
to the bourgeois reformist basis of these movements leads 
us to support a commmist movement where the women stay 
at home, we cannot imagine. Challenging the roots of 
capitalism leads to a challenge of the secondary aspects 
of the system. We certainly do not support such an idea 
and within the group we attempt to distribute work 
according to ability. 


Communist greetings from the CWO. 


(i) A further quotation illustrating Marx's view on this 
is the following: "Fanatically bent upon the expansion 
of value, he (the capitalist) relentlessly drives human 
beings to production for production's sake, thus bring- 
ing about a development of social productivity and the 
creation of those material conditions of production which 
alone can form the real basis of a higher type of 
society, whose fundamental principle is the full and free 
development of every individual." Capital Vol 1, "Trans- 
formation of surplus value into capital" page 651. 

(2) The edition of RP 20 contains 5 texts from our 
internal bulletin which deals with historical analysis 
and dialectical method which you might find interesting. 
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REVIEW: Lenin’s Political Thought 


Lenin's Political Thought: rs 
ory and Practice in the Democratic and Soci- 
alist Revolutions. N.Harding (MacMillan) £8.95. 


It would be no exaggeration to say that this was the 
best book on Lenin ever written by a bourgeois acad- 
emic. Not that the details of his life, or the events 
of the Russian Revolution are chronicled in it to any 
great extent. Rather the book is a study of Lenin the 
theoretician, and it attempts to demonstrate the co- 
herence of Lenin's praxis. Rather then being a master 
ful opportunist, Harding demonstrates that Lenin's 
strategic prescriptions were always grounded f irmly 
in Marxist theory. Harding also shows that there were 
two main phases in Lenin's thought, and what he wrote 
in each can only be understood in context. The first 
Phase, up to 1914 saw Lenin working for the coming 
Russian bourgeois revolution, and the second for the 
international proletarian revolution. 


The Democratic Revolution 
Lenin, like all Marxists, believed that the forthcoming 


Russian Revolution would be a bourgeois, ie "democratic" 


one. The theoretical basis laid by The Development of 
; Capitalism in Russia destroyed the Populist idea that 

capitalism could not develop inside the Tsarist 
empire, but it also led to the conclusion that the 
material basis for socialism did not exist in Russia. 
Lenin argued that the vacillations of the European 
| bourgeoisie in 1848, would be repeated by the Russian 
middle class, through fear of the proletariat, and that 
hence, for the bourgeois revolution to succeed, it was 
necessary for the working class to gain hegemony’in the 
democratic revolution. The proletariat would destroy 
Tsarism, so that the bourgeoisie could come to power by 
default, and further develop the material basis for 
socialism. Thus the hegemony of the proletariat was 
for Lenin not a step towards socialism, but a necess- 
ary stage in the clearing of the decks for capitalism, 
and the democratic revolution ONLY justified in the 
absence of the material bases for socialism. He 
talked of, S 


"The absurd and semi-anarchist ideas of giving 
effect to the maximum programme, and the conqu- 
est of power for a socialist revolution. The 
degree of Russia's economic development..... 
makes the immediate and complete emancipation 
of the working class impossible." (p.199) 

The success of the Russian democratic revolution also 
implied total opposition to ANY faction of the 
Russian bourgeoisie, against the Menshevik position 
which evolved towards support of the liberal Kadets, 
and like the U.C.M. position today which objectively 
allies with the'democratic"bourgeoisie. Again, against 
the U.C.M., Harding brings irrefutable proof of what 
we said in R.P.20;the democratic revolution is NOT a 
Programme for a socialist revolution, but for a bour- 
geois one. 


| ‘If there is little consolation for opportunists in 
Harding's first volume, there is little for spontan- 
eists either. He gives an intensive account of Lenin's 
views on class consciousness and the party. 
from intensive study and involvement in the class fight, 
Lenin argued, that while the class struggle was a nece- 
ssary step towards class consciousness, in itself the 


economic fight did not politicise workers, or rather, it 


politicised them in a bourgeois sense, 


"We shall never be able to develop the political 
consciousness of the workers, by keeping 

within the framework of the economic struggle 
for that framework is too narrow."(p.165) 


Experience teaches the proletariat, but not automat- 
ically; it "teaches" it to be able to accept revol- 
utionary ideas, whose formation is the task of the 
party. Lenin realised that the class can go in 
advance of the party, but this is due to the party's 
failings, and must be corrected;the party mst learn 


from what is happening, and again assume the lead, 


"The reason lies in the fact that we failed to 
cope with our tasks. The masses of the workers 
Proved more active than we....Under such cir- 
cumstances our backwardness will be utilised 
by the non Social Democratic revolutionaries 
and the workers, héwever revolutionary their 
actions may be, will prove to be merely a 
force supporting..the rearguard of bourgeois 
democracy and not the Social Democratic 
vanguard." (p.156). 
Harding delves into Lenin's polemics with the 
economists and spontaneists, all of whom became 
opportunists and renegades, and rather than repeat his 
analysis, we simply recommend our readers to study it. 


The Socialist Revolution 


No other book shows the fundamental effect on Lenin 
of the outbreak of the imperialist war. For Lenin, the 


» fact that capitalism had plunged humanity into the war 


showed that as a mode of production it had exhausted its 
historical role, and that ONLY socialism could save 
humanity from barbarism. He wrote that, 


"The present war is imperialist in character. 
This war is the outcome of conditions in an 
epoch in which capitalism has reached the 
highest stage of its development...world 
capitalism's productive forces have outgrown 
the limited boundaries of national and state 
division, and the objective conditions are 
perfectly ripe for socialism to be achieved." 
Vol.2, p.21) 


Lenin's Imperialism (whatever its weaknesses) was no 
journalistic tract, but represented his attempt to come 
to terms with the new epoch, and provide a materialist 
framework for the strategy of the now=necessary socialist 


revolution. According to Lenin, imperialism had social- 
ised production to the state where economic adminis- 
tration had been simplified to a level which the prol- 
etariat could take over, One of. the crucial insights 
of the book is the link between Lenin's economics and 
State and Revolution; it was the economic developments 
of imperialism, which made possible the "commune state", 
On both imperialism and the state, Lenin's debt to 
Bukharin is acknowleged by Harding. 


But it was Lenin who drew the political conclusions 

from the theory; war was the fundamental proletarian 
issue, which decided the class basis of an organisation, 
not its sociological following. With marvellous invective 


the flayed the "socialists" of the Second International 


who had supported their own governments on the war. But 
his especial vitriol was reserved for those who pre= 
varicated, the "Marxists on credit", and who took up 
centrist positions. We are reminded of those like the 
U.C.M. who promise to work for the defeat of their own 
bourgeoisie in another war, but not now, whether in 


He shows that, the Gulf, om in Kurdistan.Social chauvinism, Lenin said, 


wasn't just support for one's government, but " a refusal 
to support and propagate proletarian-revolutionary action 
against ones own bourgeoisie"(p.30), and on this account 
the U.C.M. stands condemned. 


Harding also shows that for Lenin, and correctly, mass 
socialist consciousness comes through socialist practice, 
ie in and after the revolution. The proletariat doesn't 
become conscious under capitalism and then make a 
revolution. It is lead, only partly conscious, by the 
Party, -and in revolution and socialist practice it rids 
itself of the "mck of ages"(see here Pp.223-6). 


The book is also very good on how, with Russia isol- 


ated and the proletariat facing defeat, the coherence 
of Lenin's theory collapsed in 1921, and that there- 
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after his political positions were personalised, and 
ad-hoc, with no real theoretical basis. In other words; 
the years 1921-4, on which leftism is nourished, were 
years of empiricism and opportunism in Lenin's thought. 


The work has faults. Harding gets himself tied in knots 
trying to establish a difference between Lenin's ideas 


He is also weak on the Bolshevik/Menshevik split, tending 
to "personalise" it, and neglect its political content. 
But these are minor flaws in what is an exemplary 

pair of volumes. For leftists, spontaneists and oppor- 
tunists there is little consolation here. But for those 
who see Lenin's contribution to Marxism as the most 
important since Marx himself, this work will bring 


of a "commune state", and the "proletarian dictatorship". confirmationm 


REVIEW: The Italian Left. 


"La Gauche Communiste d'Italie" ( from 
I.C.C. B.M.Box 69, London WGIN 3XX £3.00 193pp.) 


Forty years ago the Internationalist Commmist Party 
(P.C.Int.) was founded in Italy. All commmists must 
answer the question;whatever its weaknesses at its 
foundation, did the P.C,Int. represent a step forward for 
the working class? Did it draw the main lessons of the 
period 1917-43, or on the contrary, was its formation an 
error, and did its positions represent a step backwards? 
The International Communist Current, argues that the 
formation of the P.C.Int was premature, since the cond- 
itions for a party didn't exist, and that its positions 
were a regression, rather than a step forward. But as 
the I.C.C. admits, referring to the original publicat- 
ion of the P.C.Int, "PROMETEO is thus in direct ideolo- 
gical continuity with the Italian Communist Party of 
Bordiga, and the Italian Fraction in France and 
Belgium."(pl69). In fact, the P.C.Int today is the 


+ only organisation which draws on the whole. experience 


of the Italian left;why then .is-the-I.C.C,-publishing 

a text on the question? From the pamphlet itself,- the 
casual reader would be ‘unable.to guess.. Written as an 
academic thesis, -it. takes. an ‘objective’ line.on the 
events it describes,-drawing few, if any political 
conclusions. A politieal--introduction could have 

. "corrected" this, but the I.¢.¢. instead limits itself 
to a half page "Avertissement", devoid of any pol- 
itical message. If fact, the I.c.c. are caught between 
the desire to refer to the Italian left, and the 

fact that they deduce little, and that largely erroneous, 
from its experience. The logical political implications, 
which of course the I.C.C, never draw, of this text are 
to liquidate the experience of the Italian Left. 


The Italian Left experienced two periods when its ideas 
had a mass following; 1919-24, and to a lesser extent, 
1943-49, and there are many lessons to be learned from 

, these epochs. But the I.C.C. virtually ignores these 
periods, and concentrates instead on the period of exile, 
from 192443. In fact for them, the Italian Left is 
synonymous with the period of exile, and in this period 
the "real lessons” of the revolutionary wave were drawn. 
What a pessimistic viewpoint! The times when communist 
ideas gripped the masses are rejected, and the period 
of defeat idolised. Not that we argue that the period 

of exile is unimportant, but we recognise it as a moment, 
and not the major one, in the history of the tradition, 
and also recognise that on certain issues the positions 
of the left in exile were ssions on Marxism, And it 
is these regressions, not the points of the 

Italian Left, that the I.¢.¢. today represents. 


Italian Communist Party and the K.A.P.D. 
However, the pamphlet is well worth study, since its 
"objective" treatment of events provides mich material 
for a refutation of the positions today defended by 
the I.C.C. Here we can do no more than outline some of 
the more important political issues raised by the text. 
The I.C.C. liked to portray itself as a fusion of the 
"best" elements in the German left (K.A.P.D.) and the 
Italian Left, regretting that Bordiga’s sectarian 


attitude prevented them uniting against Comintern 
opportunism. In the brief account given to Bordiga's 
ideas, the author shows very well that his opposition 
to the K.A.P.D. was political, not sectarian. He had 
made his differences with the K.A.P.D. clear as early 


as 1920, after a visit to Berlin to discover their 
views;(his report of this has been published in-R.P. 

18, "The situation in Germany and the Communist 
Movement"). He criticised their tendency to raise 
tactics to a point of principle, overriding 

communist unity, as in the case of the K.A.P.D.'s 

views on parliament and unions, -and-argued, "As- 

a Marxist, I-am first ofall a centralist, and-only 
then-an-abstentionist".- He-also-criticised-their 
sympathies with syndicalism (eg the I.W.W.) and 

their downgrading of the party to a secondary role. 

(see pp24-6). Later, in defeat, he rejected joint 

work with the German left, again for political 

reasons. Dismissing their analysis of the 

Russian Revolution as "bourgeois", he regarded 

defence of October as the starting point of 

communist politics. He also argued, unlike the K.A.P.D. 
that a new revolutionary wave was not imminent, and that 
a political balance sheet had to be made of recent 
events before the conditions for a new International 
would exist, . The I.C.C.'s idea, that only sectarianism 
prevented a fusion of the Italian and German lefts 
against the Comintern, and that a similar fusion is nec- 
essary today for the formation of a new party, is under- 
mined by their own narrative. The I.C.C. could also do 
well to ponder the fact that one section of the Italian 
Left in exile did try to fuse their positions with those 
of the K.A.P.D., arguing that "Lenin was wrong, and Gorter 
right". This group, which published "Communist Awakening" 
and later "The Communist Worker", adopted the positions 
of the K.A.P.D. on the party, unions and parliament.Its 


. fate, moving to ever more councillist positions, before 


@ momentary halt at anarchism signalled its demise, 
should provode food for thought;though the I.C.C. pro- 


- claims it as a virtue, nature abhors disequilibrium. 


There can be no eclectic fusion of dissimilar political 
traditions. Todays revolutionaries mst base themselves 
firmly within the camp of the Italian left, correcting 
its errors with its own weapons, Marxist dialectics. 


The Period of Exile 

The majority of the Italian left in exile, constituted 
itself as the left fraction of the P.C.I. (Italian 
Communist Party), and began to publish Prometeo. At 
this point, they were as yet undecided abou class 
nature of Russia ( described as "collectivist") or of 
the Comintern Parties ( described as "centrist"), and 
saw themselves as a left opposition outside of the 
Comintern (see p#7). The fraction entered into 
relations with Trotsky, who tried to enlist the 

Italian left as a national fraction of his left oppos- 
ition, but political divergencies soon emerged, and 
prevented this. Prometeo criticised in particular 
Trotsky's defence of democratic slogans, and of the 
united and popular fronts as barriers to fusion, 
policies which led not to the proletarian revolution, 
but to the defence of the "democratic" bourgeoisie. 
Relations with the Trotskyist current were severed when 


the latter adopted a policy of entrism into the social- 
democratic parties. For the Left Fraction this was Trotsky's 
“crossing of the Rubicon", which necessitated a "pitiless 
struggle against him and his followers". 


In 1933, Vercesi, one of the main leaders of the Left 
Fraction wrote , "The victory of fascism in Germany marks 
the definitive rupture with the revolutionary course begun 
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in 1917". The recognition that a new period had begun was 
expressed by the appearence of the review Bilan, which 
dedicated itself to drawing the lessons of the period 1917- 
33, in preparation for the next revolutionary wave. With 
the period of Bilan(1933-39) the bulk of the I.¢.Cc. text 
concerns itself, and indeed this is the only phase of the 
Italian Left that they can draw from. But idealisation of 
Bilan is misplaced. Certainly these comrades made great 
contributions to the commmist programme. They were the 
first on the communist left since Luxemburg and Bukharin, 
to take issue with Lenin on the national question arguing 
that in the epoch of imperialist decay, national liberat- 
ion was no longer a progressive demand. Their criticisms 
of the Popular Front, and the bourgeois nature of the 
Spanish Givil War, remain unsurpassed. They alone rec- 
ognised the decisive nature of events in Spain, 


"The war in Spain has been decisive for everyone. 
For capitalism it was the means to enlarge its 
war forces, to incorporate the trotskyists, those 
so called communists, into anti-fascism, and to 
stamp out the workers awakening which was emer- 
ging in 1936. For the left fractions it was 
the decisive test of men and ideas, and the 
necessity to confront the problem of war. We 
held fast,and against the current, we will 
always do so."(Bilan 44, Oct.1937) 


But it would be foolish to deny Bilan's weaknesses. 
Like their predecessors, they were unable to come to 
a satisfactory analysis of Russia or the dommmist 
Parties, categorising them as had Prometeo. some 
issues they actually regressed from earlier clarity. 
This was especially true of their views on the 

state in the period of transition, where, under the 
influence of defeat they began to formulate idealist 
end dangerous views, to the effect that the "state" 
Bed to be separate from the dictatorship of the prol- 
etariat, or workers councils. Similarly, on the 
question of perspectives, the lack of a clear 
Zrounding in Marxist economics ( Bilan was 
Laxemburgist), led to erratic and erroneous views 

om the course of history. Arguing that arms prod- 
wction was a solution to the capitalist crisis 

they felt the capitalism was not in need of 

mother imperialist war as the basis of renewed 
eccumulation. Instead the proletarian revolution was 
on the agenda, and the series of wars which led up to 
1939 were merely plots by the international bourgeosie 
to confuse and derail the proletariat. 
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Bilan dissolved itself into the review October in 1959, 
and the Fraction formed an International Bureau, feeling 
that proletarian revolution was on the agenda; thus they 
were totally dumbfounded when the war broke out in 1939, 
leading to the dissolution of the fraction altogether. 
The I.G.G. tries to deny that this was Bilan's view, 

and even implies, in World Revolution 66, that Vercesi's 
views were those of the C.W.0. ie that imperialist war 


‘is necessary in order to destroy constant capital). In 


fact his views of 1939 were that the proletariat was 
undefeated, wars were pseudo-wars to derail the class 


‘struggle, and imperialism was uniting against the 


working class, 


"Reading the newspapers and listening to speeches, 
you would imagine that we are on the eve of an 
outbreak of war..(But) when we see this moving 
imperialist solidarity, we are assured that fascism 
and democracy have found their common enemy-the 
proletariat finding again its class road." 

(October No5, August 1939) 


In other words, the view was of pseudo-wars and an open 
road to revolution, and it was wrong, just as is the 
I.C.C.'s dangerous theory today. 


We don't make these points to denigrate Bilan, 
set the record straight. 


The Formation of the P.C. Int. 

The I.C.C. presents the formation of the P.C.Int. as a 
step back from Bilan, which is idolised in their press. 
But why was it a step back? According to the writer, 
"The Italian Left degenerated profoundly after 1945, to 
the point of fossilising completely"(p186). 

But surely it was no fossilisation to engage thousands 
of workers in revolutionary politics after the great 
strikes of 143? And what of the Platform of the party, 
published in 1952, did this represent a step backwards? 
In this work is developed the ideas that Russia is 
capitalist and imperialist, that the socialist and 
communist parties are bourgeois, and that the trades 
unions are part of the framework of the imperialist 
state. Surely the I.C.C. cannot deny that these are 
advances on the traditional positions of the Ital- 

ian Left, and also on those of Bilan? And on the war, 
after the confusions and prevarications of Bilan, 
surely the positions of the P.C.Int. were a step 
forward, 


"Workers! Against the slogan of a national war 
which arms Italian workers against English and 
German proletarians, oppose the slogan of the 
communist revolution, which unites the workers of 
the world against their common enemy;capitalism" 
(Prometeo 1.11.43) 

-surely an advance on the theories of the 
of the proletariat in an imperialist war! 


No one wishes to deny the mistakes and hesitation of the 
P.C.Int. in its early years; we have criticised them our 
selves. But what do the I.C.C. offer us as an © 
alternative? They are fond of telling us that their 
political ancestors, the group Internationalisme, opposed 


the formation of the P.C.Int. because they foresaw that 
there would be no revolutionary wave after W.W.II. In 
fact, the comrades of the French fraction of the Comm 
unist Left, were as confident as anybody else, that a 
proletarian upheaval would follow the war. (cf.p.165). 
In fact, the French fraction was expelled from the 
Communist Left for issuing a joint leaflet with two 
French Trotskyist groups on May Day 1945, which the 
Italian fraction, and a minority of the French fraction 
saw arn a tactic of frontism. 


Once separate, the French fraction published the review 
Internationalisme, which polemicised against the new 
party, while ha fraternal relations with the Dutch 
councillists, and later with Socialisme ou Barbarie, 
Politically, Internationalisme made another effort to 
"fuse" the German and Italian lefts, anc like its 
Predecessors, it eventually disappeared in 1952. The 
Pamphlet is silent on the reasons for this, but 
Internationalisme itself was not. The proletariat was 


defeated, the road was open to war, all was lost, 


“When capitalism has finished an imperialist 

war which has lasted six years without any rev- 
oOlutionary flare ups, this means the defeat of 
-the proletariat...The course is open towards the 
third world war..Under present conditions we can 
See no force capable of stopping or modifying 


this course."(Internationalisme I.R 32 p25). 


but to 


"disappearance" 


Bis: 


te A 


While the P.C.Int. defended the commmist programme As we said at the beginning, why the I.C.C. have 
in the depth of the most terrible counter-revolution in published this pamphlet remains obscure. It gives the 


history, the I.C.C."s ancestors vanished to South lie to many of the empirical falsehoods they peddle on 
America for nigh on 20 years, to re-appear as the the history of the tradition, and also shows that they 
class struggle began to re-emerge, and announce that the draw very little from it. We would welcome an English 
proletariat hadn't been defeated after all! In pro- edition, along with a political introduction; since 


claiming its ideological descent from such a group, the this would be difficult to write , we doubt if we will be’ 

I.C.C. announces its patrimony as one of confusion and satisfied. It emphasises the need for an English history 

defeat. of the Italian left experience, that goes beyond the 
eclecticism of the I.C.C.'s methodm 
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POSITIONS OF THE COMMUNIST WORKERS ORGANISATION 


** Every country in the world today is capitalist - including the so-called 
Communist states (for example Russia and China). 


** Trade Unions and shop stewards cannot defend the interests of the working 
class. 


** The struggle for communism cannot be waged through Parliament, but must be 


carried out through workers’ councils with recallable delegates. 


** The working class can only come to power through the creation of its own 
political party - the international communist party. 


we The capitalist system is in crisis and irretrievable decline. It can only 
offer inflation and unemployment and it cannot be reformed. The only choice for 
the future is war or revolution: BARBARISM or COMMUNISM. 


